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STATE OF IDAHO

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
ALAN G. LANCE

January 9, 1997

James D). Coles, President
Design West Architects, PA
The Hoff Building

302 W. Bannock, Suite 400
Boise, ID 83702

Re:  Request for Information

Dear Mr. Coles:

Your recent request for information concerning Terry E. Friis has been referred to me for
response.

On behalf of the Idaho State Board of Architect Examiners, I have reviewed the pleading
file concerning Mr. Friis. Enclosed vou will find a copy of the Consent Order which was entered
in connection with the Idaho Board’s revocation of Mr. Friis’ license. The Stipulation contained
in that document sets forth the grounds for the revocation.

If, following your review of the enclosed information, you have any additional questions,
please don’t hesitate to call. - -
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KayC MANWEILER
Deputy Attomney General

Bureau of Ocgupational Licenses
Contracts & Administrative Law Division

Sincerely, - [
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS.

Plaintiff.

vVs. Case No. CVOC~95-06365*D

IDAHO BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL
EXAMINERS, ORDER DENYING MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION

Defendants.

Plaintiff{ mav pursue the matter ir he wishes; however, since
I am concluding there is no merit to petitioner’s argument, there
is no reason to expect the taxpavers of Idaho to pav the costs.

The motion for reconsideration of the order denvina the avvlication

for waiver of fees and costs is denied. r
—_+—
Pated this _ dav of January, 19%96.

O W

D. Duff McKee., District Judge

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION —— Page 1
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this C}J;\Hay of January, 1996,
I mailed (served} a true and correct copy of the within

instrument to:

TERRY B FRIIS 979130

COYOTE RIDGE CORRECTIONS CENTER
P O BOX 769 CAMAS D8

CONNETLT. WA 99326-0769

KAY MANWEILER

OCC LICENSES

1109 MAIN ST STE 220
BOISE ID 83702

J. DAVID NAVARRO
Clerk of the bistrict Court

o YW e Lo,

Deputy Court Clerk
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THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT XﬁJ Xaeﬁ/
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY JURISDICTION V%{\X
N'/

State of Idaho ) ) \
Board of Architectural Examiners, )
Plaintiff, ) Revocation of License to Practice
) as an Architect
v, ) Consent Order
; Case No. AR-01-93-012
Terry Edwin Friis, A .
Licensee/Defendant /Petitioner.% ﬁﬁ;ig;og gzgeiu;;egroceed

In Forma Pauperis

I. MOTION
Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se, hereby
moves the Court for an Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis in the above
named cause, due to his indigency and inability to pay for all Court
costs and fees associated with the Petition for Review by the Fourth
District Court. :

¥I. BASIS
Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se, is
currently unemployed and completing court imposed custody requirements
in-the State of Washington, under the supervision of the Department of
Corrections for said state.

ITI. ORDER
It is hereby Ordered that Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/
Petitioner, Pro Se, will be allowed to proceed in forma pauperis in
this cause, waiving all cousts and fees associated with all forth-
coming proceedings in this matter.

ber, 1995,

~)
/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se

DATED this day of , 19

Presiding Judge




THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY JURISDICTION

State of Idaho
Board of Architectural Examiners,

Terry Edwin Friis,
Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner.

Plaintiff, Revocation of License to
Practice as an Architect
Consent Order

Case No. AR-01~93-012

V.

Petition for Review

R " N N N L N N

Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se,
hereby moves the Court to grant this Petition for Review, in the
above named civil administrative agency cause.

I,

Terry Edwin Friis, hereby state for the record the fol-

lowing facts:

1.

-

TR 2 B

10.

I am the Ticensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Sc in Case
No. AR-01-93-012.

My date of birth is January 6, 1948.

My Idaho Architect's License is No. AR-868.

. My state of residence is Washington.

My current address is in care of the Coyote Ridge
Corrections Center, P.0. Box 769, Camas D8, Connell,
Washiuglon 99326-0769.

I was the defendant in Federal Eastern District Cause
No. CR-88-030-S, and successfully completed all require-
mente of the judgment and sentcnce, prior to revocation
of my Idaho Architects License, No. AR-868.

I was the defendant in Spokane County Superior Court
Cause No.'s 90-1-00691-4 and 91-1-00150-3, and succegs-—
fully completed all requirements of the judgment and
sentence, in both causes, prior to revocation of my
Idaho Architects License, No. AR-868.

The Idaho State Board of Architects revoked my license
to practice as an Architect on May 9, 1994, through the
adoption and issuance of Consent Order, Case No. AR~D1-
63-012.

On August 21, 1995, I submitted a formal Request for
Reinstatement of my license to practice as an Architect
to the State of Idaho Board of Archirectural Examiners.
The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners acknowledged re-
ceipt of my formal request for reinstatement, through the
Office of the Attorney General for the State of Idaho, on
August 30U, 1995, advising that the Board would review my
request during the regular session on Sept. 8, 1995.




11. The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners issued a
formal letter denying my request for reinstatement, on
or about September 2, 1995, on the basis that I had vol-
untarily entered into the Consent Order issued on May 9,
1994 as a part of a negotiated settlement of a disciplin-
ary matter. It should be noted that I do not have a copy
of this letter, as it was forwarded to my home address in
Spokane, Washington, rather than to my current mailing
address.

12. On October 30, 1995, I submitted a Formal Request for Re-
consideration of Reinstatement of my Idaho Architects
License, No. AR-868, to the Board of Architectural Examiners
for the State of Idaho.

13. The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners issued a final
Order on Petition for Reconsideration, Case No, AR-01-93-
012, on November 8, 1995, denying my request for reinstate-
ment, and noting this decision to be a final agency action.

14. Pursuant to Idaho Code §67-5270-§67-5279, I am formally
requesting the final decision of the Idaho Board of Arch-
itectural Examiners be review by the FPourth Judicial District
Court, in and for the State of Idaho, Ada County Jurisdiction.

15, Pursuant to Idaho Code §67-5271, all administrative remedies
have been exhausted in this Case No. AR-01-93-012.

16. The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners, by and through
the civil administrative agency action revoking my license
to practice as an Architect in Case No. AR-01-93-012, has
violated my constitutional right to protection agalnst
multlple punishments for the same offense, as provided for
in the 5th Amendment of the United States Constitution.

17. The attached Memorandum in uuppOlt of the Petition lur
Review setsforth the basis in law for the requested relief,
and clearly establishes the grounds for reinstatement of
my Idaho Architects License, No. AR-R68.

. yei”
_DATED this- 'ﬁz”’day of Dedember, 1995.

&

/

ry E?@ln Frﬁif;/mlcensea/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se




: THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRITT COURT
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY JURISDIGTION

State of Idaho
Board of Architectural Examiners,
Plaintiff, Revocation of License to
Practice as an Architect
Consent Order

Case No. AR-01-93-012

V.

Terry Edwin Friis,
Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner. Memorandum in Support of

Petition for Review

S et S St Ml S S S S

I. INTRODUCTION

This matter comes before the Court in accordance with the
provisions of Idaho Code §67-5270 through §67-5279, which provides
for judicial review of the agency action in Case No. AR-01-93-012,
wherein the Idaho State Beocard of Architectural Examiners issued a
final order denying the reinstatement of Terry Edwin Friis' license
to practice as an Architect, No. AR-868, which was originally re-
voked by Consent Order on May 9, 1994,

The Court is hereby formally requested to grant Mr. Friis'
Petition for Review of the Final Order on Petition for Reconsider-
ation of Reinstatement of Licensure, and the actions of the Tdaho .
Roard of Architectural Examiners in Case No. AR-(01-93-012.

The basis for the review is supported and provided for by
law, as so stated hereinbefore, and is further predicated upon the
State of Idaho's violation of Mr. Friis' constitutional protection
against the imposition of multiple punishments for the same offense,
which constitutes double jeopardy.

IT. STATEMENT OF FACTS

I was the defendant in Federal Eastern District Cause No.
CR-88-030~-S, and successfully completed all requirements of the
judgment and sentence, prior to the revocation of my Idaho Archi-
tects License No. AR-868.

I was the defendant in Spokane County Superior Court Cause
Nou.'s 20-1-00691-4 and 91-1-00150~3, and successfully completed
all requirements of the judgment and sentence, prior to the revo-
cation of my Idaho Architects License No. AR-868

The Idaho State Board of Architects revoked my license to
practice as an Architect on May 9, 1994, through the adoption and
issuance of Consent :Order, signed by the Chairman of the Roard,
in Case No. AR-01-93-012. As the respondent, I signed this order
on May 16, 1994. Voluntary participation in this action waived
my right to have a complete and full hearing, however it did not
preclude my constitutional protections against double jeopardy.




On August 21, 1995, Mr. Friis submitted a Formal Request for
Reinstatement of his Architects License No. AR-868 to the Idaho
Board of Architectural Examiners.

On August 30, 1995 the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners
issued formal acknowledgement of my request for reinstatement, by
and through the Idaho Attorney General, advising that the Board
would review my request during the September 8, 1995 regular session.

On or about September 2, 1995 the Idaho Board of Architectural
Examiners issued a formal letter dJdenying my initial reguest For re-
instatement of my Architects License No. AR-868, indicating that I
had voluntarily entered into to the Consent Order, dated May 9,
1994, as a part of a negotiated settlement of a disciplinary matter.
T do not have a copy of this letter, in that it was forwarded to
my home address, rather than my current mailing address.

On October 30, 1995, Mr. Friis submitted a Formal Request
for Reconsideration of Reinstatement of Architects License No. AR-
868 to the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners for further
review, based upon the merits of my arguments outlined therein.

On November 8, 1995 the Idaho Board of Architectural FExaminers
issued a Final Order on Petition for Rccongsidcration, denying Mr.
Friis' request for reinstatement of Idaho Architects License No.
AR-868.

On November 20, 1995 Mr. Friis submitted a Notice of Intent
to Appeal the decision of the Idaho Board of Architectural Exam-—
iners in Case No. AR-01-93-012 through the Idaho Attorney feneral,
and formally requested information outling procedures necessary to
seek judicial review of the Board's final agency action in this case.

On Nowvember 27, 1995 the Idaho Attorney General forwarded the
information outlining procedures associated with the judicial review
of the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners final agency action
to Mr. Friis, including photocopies of the Tdaho Code §67-5270
through §67-5279,

IIT. DISCUSSION

The double jeopardy clause of the 5th Amendment of the USCA
protects against three (3) distinct abuses: a second prosecution
for the same offense after acquittal; a second prosecution for the
same offense after conviction; and multiple punishments for the
same offense. United States v. Halper, 490 U.S8. 435, 440 (1989).
The last of rhese protections-the one at here-implicates the core
of the double jeopardy clause, for the prohibition against multiple
punishments is a principle deeply ingrained in the Anglo-American
system of jurisprudence, and, in fact, traces its' roots far into
Greek and Roman times. See United States v. $405,089.23 U.S,
Currency, No. 93-55947, slip op., F3d |, 1994 WI, 476736 at *1,
*2, *3, (9th Cir. Sept. 6, 1994); see also Halper, 490 U.S. at
440 citing Ex Parte Lange, 18 Wall 163, 168 (1874). TIne prohibi-
tion against multiple punishements, however, is only triggered
where the government seeks to impose the punishments in seperate
proceedings. Halper, 490 U.S. at 450.
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The month of September, 1994 saw several different cases
that radically changed the state of forfeiture law and the con-
cept of "punishment” within the Ninth Circuit. See United States
v. One 1978 Piper Cherokee Aircraft, ¥Wo. 92-15350, slip op.,

F.3d __, 1994 WL 528447 (9th Cir. Sept. 30, 1994); United States
v. $405,089.23 U.S. Currency, No. 93-55947, slip op., ___ F.3d _ ,
199% WL 476736 (9th Cir. Sept. 6, 1994); Quinones-Ruiz v. United
States, No. 94-0050-~IEG (BTM), slip op., _ F. Supp. __, 1994

WL 531313 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 23, 1004); United States v. MeCaglin,
No. CR-90-165WD, slip op., F. Supp. ___, 1994 WL 494764 (W.D.

Wash. Sept. 6, 1994). The 9th Circuit Courts' recent position,
however, was foreshadowed by the Supreme Courts' decisions in
United States v. Halper, 490 U.S. 435 (1989) and United States v.
Austin, U.S. __, 113 Ss. Ct. 2801 (1993). 1In Halper, the Supreme
Court held that, under the double jeopardy clause, a defendant who
has already been punished in a criminal prosecution may not be
subjected to an additional civil sanction to the extent that the
second sanction cannot be fairly be characterized as remedial, but
only as a deterrent or retribution. Id at 448-49. The Supreme
Court extended the rationale of Halper to a civil forfeiture action
brought under 21 U.S.C. §881(a)(7) in United States v. Austin.
Austin 113 S. Ct. 2801, 125 L. Ed. 2d 488 (1993) the Supreme Court
considered the general question of whether the excessive fines
clause of the 8th Amendment applied "in rem" forfeitures of prop-
erty (of) under 21 U.S.C. § 881 (a)(7) and (a)(4). Id. at 2803.

As a part of this question, the Court alsc addressed the specific
sub-issue of whether civil "in rem" forfeiture action could be
considered punishment, Id. at 2810. The 9th Circuit affirmed the
pruposition that civil "in rem” forfeiture action constitutes
punishment for purposes of double jeopardy. See $405,089.23 U.S.
Currency, slip op., 1994 WL 476736 at *1.

In the face of Austin, Halper and $405,089.23 U.S, Currency,
the Fourth Judicial District Court for the State of Idaho should,
just as the Supreme Court has, and most recently as the U.S.
Eastern District Court has, in written opinion for U.S5. v. Oakes,
(Oct. 21, 1994), have no choice but to conclude that civil for-
feiture constitutes punishment. Implicit in this conclusion must
be the finding that the civil forfeiture of Mr. Friis' persounal
property, in the form of his professional license to practice as
an Architect in the State of Idaho, in addition to his criminal
prosecution and subsequent sentencing in before-noted causes
referenced in Section II, violated his 5th. Amendment protection
against multiple punishments for the same offense.-

Iv. CONCLGSION

The revocation of Mr. Friis' license to practice as an
Architect in the State of Idaho was a seperate civil agency action
brought about as a result of the prior criminal convictions in
noted cases referenced in Section II. This action constitutes a
deterrent, retributive, punishment and clecarly viclates Mr. Friis'
constitutional protection against multiple punishments for the
same offense.

4




iIpon review of the compelling factg and issues in thise matter,
substantial basis in law exists to support a request that the action
of the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners be set aside, in whole,
and remanded for reinstatement by the Board, in accordance with the
requests outlined in previous petitions for reinstatement.

In accordance with Idaho Code §67-5270 through §67-5279, the
Court must find that the agency’'s findings, inferences, conclusions,
and decisions are in violation of constitutional provisions of law.
In so being, the final order of the Idaho Board of Architectural
Examiners, denying the request for reinstatement of Mr. Friis' Idaho
Architects License No. AR-868, must be set:aside, and any further
delay in obtaining a prompt determination of the issues would be
detrimental to Mr. Friis, as well as the public interest. Further-
more, the constitutional arguments concerning multiple punishments
for the same offense will have significant precedential value, as
the actions of the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners, coupled
with those of the ldaho Attorney General's office, exceed the limits
of their constitutional authority, and violate Mr. Friis' protection
from the imposition of multiple punishments for the same offense,
wvhich constitutes double jeopardy.

Therefore, there is bhoth basis and cause for the Fourth
Judieial District Court for the State of Idaho to enter a favorable
finding in support of the Petition for Review, attached hereto and
made a part hereof.

T ——

dé;ﬁof Decembe

_DATED this

\\:ﬂpﬂ;7zibiﬁ‘i6”P
\\\;:ggﬁéy Eé?iﬁ Fr&i§<:ij?éﬁsee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se

, 1995.




STATE OF IDAHO

BUREALU OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza

110% Main St., Suite 220
Boise, Idaho 83702-3642
(208) 334-3233

November g, 1998

Terry Edwin Friis 979130

C/0 Coyote Ridge Correction Center
P. 0. Box 769, Camas D8

Connell, WA 99326-0769

Re: Request for Reconsideration
Dear Mr. Friis:

Your recent request for reconsideration has been received and
reviewed.

Neither Ms. McKay nor T have any independent Jjurisdiction or
authority with which to address your request for reconsideration
of the Board's action. The Board retains the sole authority with
respect to such decisions. Your petition was referred to the Board
and it met in regular session yesterday, November 8, 1995.

Enclosed 1is an Order of the Beard, denying your Petition for
Reconsideration. The Order also clearly indicates your rights with
respect to seeking a judicial appeal.

Sincerely,

Kay C. Manweiler
Deputy Attorney General

kcem
enclosure

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




BEFORE THE IDAHO BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL EXAMINERS

In the matter of the
licensure of: ORDER CON PETITION FOR
RECONSIDERATION

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, CASE NO. AR-(01-93-012
License No. AR-868,

Respondent.

RESPONDENT Terry Edwin Friis' Petition for Reconsideration
was presented to the Idaho State Board of Architectural Examiners
(hereinafter "Board") on the 8th day of November, 1995. Members
of the Board hearing and deciding the Petition were Ronald D.
Bevans, Tom Zabala, James D. McLaughlin, Ernest Lombard, Raymend
K. Hudson, and R. G. Nelson.

Based on its review of the matters asserted in the Petition
for Reconsideration and good cause appearing therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER that the Petition for
Reconsideration of Respondent Terry Edwin Friis is hereby
DENIED.

This denial is a final agency action within the meaning of
Section 67-5246, Idaho Code. Pursuant to Sections 67-5270 and 67~
5272, Idaho Code, Respondent Friis is entitled to seek judicial
review of this Order by filing a petition in the district court of
the county in which the hearing was held, the final agency acticn
was taken, the party seeking review of the agency action resides,
or the real property or personal property that was the subject of
the agency action is located. Such a petition must be filed within
twenty-eight (28) days of the service date of the final order or
within twenty-eight (28) days of the denial of the petition for
reconsideration.

The filing of an appeal to district court does not itself stay
the effectiveness or enforcement of the order under appeal.

DATED this 8th day of November, 1995.

Ronaid«n. Vvans, Chalrman
Idaho Board of Architectural
Examiners




October 30, 1995

State of Idaho

Bureau of Occupational Licenses
Owvhee Plaza

Suite 220

Boise, Idaho 83702~5642

Attn: Kay C. Manweiller,
Deputy Attorney Genereal
Nicole 5. McKay,
Board of Architects Representative

Re: Reconsideration of Request for Reinstatement
State of Idaho Board of Architects
License of Terry Edwin Friis AR-868
Case No. AR-01-93-012

Dear Ms. Manweiller & Ms. McKay:

Pursuant to the above referenced matter, I am formally sub-
mitting this request for reconsideration of the Board's recent
decigion denying reingtatement of my license to practice as an
Architect in the State of Idaho.

The premise that I am precluded from the protections afforded
under the 5th Amendment, barring double jeopardy and multiple pun-
ishments for the same offense, is not supported by recent rulings
of the U.5. Supreme Court. Revocation is both retributive and
deterrent punishment, irrespective of the fact that I entered
into a Consent Order voluntarily.

It has been the poeition of both the Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals, and the U.5. Supreme Court, that forfeitures which
are not soley remedial are barred by provisions setforth in the
5th Amendment of the U.5.C.A. Thev must be brought in the same
preceeding asg the original case and based upon the same conduct.
If not, the government must choose between the forfeiture and the
prosecution. The Halper/Austin/Kurth Ranch decisions are being
applied retroactively. Those who have had their property taken,
which is the case with my license, and have also been punished
with terms of incarceration have a right to seek relief: Either
vacation of their scentences or return of their property. I am
asking that my property be returned. Therefore, the State cof
Idaho must meet its' obligations mandated under Constitutional
Law and reinstate my professional license to practice as an
Architect in the State of Idaho.

Your further, careful, and diligent review of this matter
is necessary to ensure that the protections afforded under the
U.S. Constitution are not violated to any greater degree in this
case, and that the restoration of my license is carried out post
haste, without subseguent conditions dimposed.




Thank vou for vour continued cooperation. I will look
forward to your timely and favorable replyv. Please direct all
future formal response in this matter to the address noted
herein b& ow. '

HM
4 Slncerely,

. & 4
N ( i S > ﬁ?
T y “§ H w{-
erry wfh~. iis, PeLiLiUHEI, LlL&nbEEw%‘

P.0. Box 769, Camas D8, 979130
Connell, WA 99326m0769

cec: File
Attorney




BEFORE THE IDAHO BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL EXAMINERS

In the matter of the
licensure of: ORDER ON PETITION FOR
REINSTATEMENT

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, CASE NO. AR-01-93~012
License No. AR~868,

Resnondent

L

RESPONDENT Terry Edwin Friis' Petition for Reinstatement

was presented to the Idaho State Board of Architectural Examiners
(hereinafter "Board") on the 8th day of September, 1295. Members
of the Board hearing and deciding the Petition were Ronald D.
Bevans, Tom Zabala, James D. McLaughlin, Ernest Lombard, Raymond
K. Hudson, and R. G. Nelson. The Board, having considered the
matters and authorities asserted by Respondent as well as the
matters set forth in the complaint and the accompanying file
materials, and good cause appearing therefore, now issues the
following:

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

on May 16, 1994, the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners
was presented with a stipulation and proposed consent order in the
matter of Terry E. Friis, License No. AR-868. According to the
terms of the stipulation, Respondent Friis acknowledged the
jurisdiction of the Idaho State Board of Examiners, his licensure
by the Idaho Board, and his criminal convictions in the state of
Washington. Respondent Friis also acknowledged that the Washington
State Board of Registration for Architects had revoked his
certificate of registration to practice as an architect in that
state for a period of not less than 8 years based on his criminal
convictions there.

The Stipulation acknowledged the Idaho Board's authority to
revoke any license it had issued for specific reasons. One of
those reasons was the licensee's conviction of a felony or of a
misdemeanor which involved a willrul violation of stale or local
building codes or a violation of other laws relating to the public
health and safety which were committed in the course of practicing
architecture. Idaho Code Section 54-305(1) (d4).

Respondent's Washington state convictions constituted
violations of Idaho <Code Section 54-305(1)({(d). Accordingly,
Respondent acquiesced in the Idaho Board's entry of a Consent Order




Friis/order, page 2.

whereby his license to practice as a licensed architect in the
gtate of Idaho was revoked for a period of not less than seven
years. That Order was entered June 7, 1994.

DISCUSSION

Respondent has p@tztloned for reinstatement of his Idaho
license. This Petition is within the jurisdiction of the Idaho
State Board of Architect Examiners. In support of his Petition,
Respondent Friis contends that the Idaho Board's entry of its
Consent Order of June 7, 1994 constituted a violation of the double
jeopardy clause of the United states constitution by virtue of the
then-existing United States Supreme Court decision in U. 8. V.
Halper, 490 U.S. 435, 104 L.Ed.2d 487, 109 S.Ct. 1892 (1989). We
do not adgree.

The Halper Court determined that it was impermissible for one
governmental entity to seek multiple punishments (both criminal and
civil) against an individual based on the same set of facts. Such
an activity, the Court concluded, would violate the individual's
rlghts under the Double Jecpardy Clause of the United States
Constitution.

In Halper the federal government prosecuted Halper for
violations of a criminal false-claims statute: he was sentenced
‘to imprisonment and fined. The government subsequently sued Halper
under a civil statute and was awarded by imposition of additional
penalties against him based on the same activities. On appeal, the
U. S. Supreme Court determined the second prosecution to constitute
an impermissible multiple punishment as it was intended primarily
for the purpose of penalizing the individual. Such a multiple
punishment, the Court determined, constituted a violation of the
double jeopardy clause.

To prevail under the Halper decision, Friis must demonstrate
that he has been subjected to impermissible dual punishments and
that the punishments were inflicted by the same sovereign. He
cannct do so.

Friis was originally punished in the state of Washington for
a violation of its criminal code of conduct. He was then punished
by the Washington architectural registration board for vieolating
the terms and conditions of his architectural 1licensure.
Subsequent prosecution, by the Idaho Board, for violation of the
terms of his Idaho licensure, does not meet the threshold
requirement of a dual or multiple prosecutlon by the same sovereign
because the Idaho regulatory board's jurisdiction and obligations
are separate and distinct from the Washington state authorities.

Because the disciplinary activities of regulatory boards are
for the primary purpose of protecting the public and not as a means
of punishing the licensee, disciplinary activities based on
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criminal convictions under separate state statutes do not viclate
the double Jjeopardy clause and its prohibition of multiple
punishments. Loui v. Board of Medical Examiners, 889 P.2d 705
(Hawaii 1995). Consequently, the Idaho regulatory board's
imposition of a disciplinary sanction, based on Friis' conviction
of a crime under a separate criminal provision, be a civil penalty
csufficient to constitute a "punishment" for purposes of the double
jeopardy clause.

Accordingly,

IT IS5 HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER, that RESPONDENT
Terry Edwin Friis' Petition for Reinstatement of Licensure is
hereby DENIED.

This denial is a final agency action within the meaning of
Section 67-5246, Idaho Code. Pursuant to Sections 67-5270 and 67~
5272, Idaho Code, Respondent Friis is entitled to seek review of
this order by filing a petition in the district court of Ada county
within twenty-eight (28) days of the service date of this final
order of denial of Petition for Reinstatement. See section 67-

5273, Idaho Code.

The filing of an appeal to district court does not itself stay
the effectivenese or enforcement of the order under appeal.

DATED thisézi day of September, 1995.

.
X 77 "';f

L pedn T L e T
ﬁRongfﬁ D. Bévans, Chalrman
tdaho Board of Architectural
Examiners




STATE OF IDAHO

s TEDNFT ATV Ty A S At B o T TNAT S ] AR A N e s T
BUREAL OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza
1169 Main St., Saite 220
Boise, Idaho 83702-3642
{208) 334-3233
FAX {208) 334.39458

August 30, 1995

Terry Edwin Friis 979130
P. 0. Box C
Medical Lake, WA 99022

Re: Request for Reinstatement of Licensure
Dear Mr. Friis:

on behalf of the Idaho State Board of Architect Examiners, I am
writing to acknowledge receipt of your recent petition for
reinstatement of licensure. Our records indicate that your license
to practice was revoked, with vyour consent, as a part of a
negetiated settlement of a disciplinary matter.

The Board will meet in regular session on Friday, September 8,
1995, At that time, I anticipate that the members will review the
matters contained in your petition.

Once the members have arrived at a decision, an appropriate order
will he issued.

IO

Sincerely

of R
; /‘} e

Deputy Attorney General

kem

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




STATE OF WASHINGTON
BOARD OF REGISTRATION FOR ARCHITECTS

In the Matter of the License
to Practice as an Architect
of:

No. 80~07-0701 AR

)
)
TERRY E. FRIIS, ) STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER
)
Licensee. )
)

COMES NOW the Washington State Board of Registration for
Architects ("Board") and the licensee, Terry E. Friis, and
stipulate as follows:

I. STIPULATION

1. That the Board has jurisdiction over the licensee and the
subject matter herein. The licensee is currently registered in the
state of Washington as an architect. The licensee's license has
been on expired status since January 6, 19982.

2. That the licensee was properly served with a Statement of
Charges in the above entitled matter. That the Statement of
Charges allege that the licensee violated RCW 18.08.440(3) based on
his 1989 conviction in United States District Court for False
Statement on a Loan Appliecation, and his 1991 convictions in
Spokane County Superior Court on one count of Second Degree Theft
and two counts of First Degree Theft.

3. The licensee is fully apprised that should the State
prevail at a hearing based on the Statement of Charges, that the
Doard has the power and authority to deny any future reguest for
rene@al or to otherwise suspend or revoke the certificates of
registration or authorization of the licensee and/or impose fines

of $1,000.00 for each offense.

STIPULATION AND AGREED CORDER 1-




4. The licensee is fully appriced that he has the right to
defend himself at a hearing based on the Statement of Charges and
to present evidence in his behalf at such hearing, and he hereby
voluntarily waives such right.

5. The licensee wishes to expedite the resolution of this
matter by means of this Stipulation and the following Agreed order,
and does not desire to proceed to a formal hearing based on the
Statement of Charges. The licensee fully understands the
allegations involved herein.

5. This Stipulation and the following Agreed Order are not
binding unless and until they are accepted by the Board. If
rejected, the Board shall not be precluded in any fashion, due to
the presentation of this Stipulation and Agreed Order, from

otherwise hearing and making a decision on the Statement of Charges

STEVEN J. THIELE
Assistant Attorney General

related hereto.

STIPULATED AND AGREED TO:

STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER 2~




T hereby certify that I have read this Stipulation and Agreed
Order in its entirety, I fully understand all of the same and

hereby voluntarily enter into such Sgipufﬁtio>faﬁd Agreed Order.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this [ day of

= . - b

-2y 1993 . _Z

’ \_k\’ e ’
C’ Ll 6/‘-/«:,/{,/:: F e )

NOTARY PUBLIC in and fcr the

state of Washington.

My cogpisgion expires:
T

BASED upon the foregoing Stipulation, the parties hereby agree
to the following:

II. AGREED ORDER

The licensee stipulates and agrees to the following terms and
conditions:

1. That the certificate of registration to practice as an
architect in the state of Washington of the licensee is revoked for
a period of not less than eight (8) years from the date of
notification to the licensee of the Board's acceptance of this
Stipulation and Agreed order.

2. That at the end of the period of revocation the licensee
may apply to the Board for reinstatement of his license pursuant to
the following conditions:

a) The licensee appear before the Board and respond to
their questions.

k) The Board may impose additional conditions after

STIFULATION AND AGREED ORDER 3-




questioning the licenses.

c) The Board may require the licensee to retake and
pass all or part of the architecture registration
examination.

d) Upon the restoration of his architecture license
without any restrictions or conditions by the Board, the
the license@ may petition for termination of the
proceeding.

3. That the Board shall not be precluded from investigating
any complaints or allegations regarding violations of this
Stipulation and Agreed Order, chapter 18.08 RCW, chapter 308-12
WAC, or otherwise exercising its responsibilities under chapter
18.08 RCW, except that the alleged violation(s) referenced herein
shall be handled in accordance with the terms of this Stipulation
and Agreed Order.

4. That any violation of the terms and conditions of this
Stipulation and Agreed Order, chapter 18.08 RCW, and/cor chapter
308-12 WAC, following the date of notification to the licensee of
the Board's acceptance of this Stipulation and Agreed Order, shall
be grounds for certificates of registration or authorization to be
subject to suspension, revocation, denial of renewal, or other
penalties as provided by chapter 18.08 RCW. The terms of this
Stipulation and Agreed Order apply to and resolve only the

allegations referred to herein.

STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER 4-




ACCEPTED by the Board of Registration for Architects this

2/.4/% day of W%LP , 1993.

LN

DR. NORMAN J. JOHNSTON
Chairman

STIPULATION AND AGREED ORDER 5~




STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING

Olympia, Washington 98504-8001
Board of Registration for Architects
P.O. Box 9649, Olympia, WA 98507-9649

May 24, 1993

Mr. Terry E. Friis
East 11923 21st
Spokane, Washington 99206

Dear Mr, Friis:

The board accepted your stipulated agreement dated April 12, 1993 to the charges
filed against you, at the board meeting on May 21, 1993. A copy of the accepted
agreement is enclosed.

You agreed that your license to practice as an architect would be revoked for a
period of not less than eight years, until May 21, 2001. At the end of the period
of revocation of your license, you may apply to the Board of Registration for
Architects for reinstatement of your license.

If you wish to apply for reinstatement, you must appear before the Board to
respond to their questions. The Board may impose additional conditions after the
questioning, and they may require you to retake and pass all or part of the
architecture registration examination.

Upon the restoration of your architecture license and if there are no additional
restrictions or conditions placed upon you by the Board, you may petition for
termination of the proceeding.

Please contact me if you have any questions in this matter.

Sincerely,

e
J

“~“James D. Hanson
Program Administrator

(206) 753-6967

Enclosuze
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under the laws of the StateiotfhWaghmtontt?at
i delivered/mailed a copy of thisdo. .enttc:
Lirenses onar 3 194
[ympra, /Iwa, ot
Signed: TE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING
PROFESSIONAL LICENSING SERVICES
BCARD OF REGISTRATION FOR ARCHITECTS

In the Matter of the
Application for a License to
Practice as an Architect of:

No. 90~-07-0701 AR

NCTICE OF HEARING
TERRY E. FRIIS

Licensee,

The State of Washington, Department of Licensing to: Terry E.
Friis; Steven J. Thiele, Assistant Attorney General.
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the administrative hearing in

the above-referenced case is scheduled for:

DATE: May 20, 1993

TIME: 1:30 p.m.

LOCATION: Wyndham Garden Hotel w3
18118 Pacific Hwy. South s
Seattle, WA 98188 =

This adjudicative proceeding is to determine whether the
above named licencee has violated RCW 18.08, as alleged in the
December 1, 1992, Statement of Charges issued by James D. Hanson,
Board of Registration for Architects Progran Manager for the
Department of Licensing. If the licensee is deemed to be in
viclation of the laws alleged, the adjudicative proceeding shall
further determine the appropriate resolution ot this natter.

Pursuant to RCW 34.03.434 the names, addresses and telephone

numbers of the presiding officer, the parties to whom notice is

NOTICE OF HEARING 1=~




given and their representatives are attached and incorporated
herein by reference.

Parties who fail to attend or participate in a hearing or
other stage of an adjudicative proceeding may be held in default
in accordance to RCW 34.05.434.

This hearing will be conducted under the authority of chapter
18.85 RCW, chapter 34.05 RCW, and chapter 10-08 WAC.

DATED at Olympia, Washington, this ézhdf day of

WM@A« , 19093,

(ot Cbiidian

for JAMEF D. HANSON

Program Manager

Board of Registration for
Architects

Professional Licensing Services

sjt/friis.noh

NOTICE OF HEARTNG 2-




Presiding Officer:

Norman J. Johnston, Chairman

Board of Registration for Architects
P.O. Box 9649

Olympia, WA 98507-9649

(206) 753-1153

Respondent:

Terry E. Friis
E. 11923 -~ 2lst
Spokane, WA 99206

Assistant Attorney General:

Steven J. Thiele
Assistant Attorney General
905 Plum Street

P.O. Box 40110

Olympia, WA 98504-0110
(206) 753-2702

NOTTCE OF HEARING 3~




STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSIKG
PROFESSTONAL LICENSING SERVICES
BOARD OF REGISTRATION FOR ARCHITECTS

In the Matter of the
License to Practice as an

Architect of: NO. 60~07-0701AR

NOTICE O OPPORTUNITY
TO DEFEND

TERRY E. FRIIS,

Licensee.

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO: Terry E. Friis, Licensee

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that a Statement of Charges has been
filed with the Washington State Board of Registration for
Architects which is attached and made a part hereof.

YOU ARE HEREDY NCTIFIED that you may within twenty (20) days
of the date of gervice of this notice, demand a formal hearing

before the Board on the Statement of Charges. Service is deemed

complete upon deposit in the United States mail. If vou demand a

hearing, you will be notified of the time and place for the hearing
within ninety (90) days. At the hearing, you may appear
persconally, and by counsel, if you desire. The hearing will be as
informal as 1s practical within the requirements of the
Administrative Procedure Act (sce chapter 34.05 RCW). The hearing
will be recorded. The primary concern of the Board will be getting
to the truth of the matter insofar as the Statement of Charges is
concerned. Technical rules of evidence will not be binding on the
. Boérﬁ ét_the hearing except for the rules of privilege recognized
by:iéw;'=icu have the right to present evidence and witnesses in

your own beghalf, and to cross-examine those witnesses presented in

NOTTCE GF OPPORTUNTITY
TO DEFEND 1 -




support of the Statement of Charges. You may reguire the
attendance of witnesses by subpcena, which subpoenas will be issued
to you upon request made to the Board.

Pursuant to RCW 34.05.434 the names, addresses and telephone
numbers of the presiding officer, the parties to whom notice is
given and their representatives are attached and incorporated
herein by reference,

ALTERNATIVELY, you may walve the formal hearing and, in lieu
thereof, submit a written statement and any supporting documents
for censideration by the Board before entering its final offer. To
exercise either alternative, complete the appropriate information
on the attached Answer to Statement of Charges form, sign, date,
and return it to the Department of Licensing; Professional
Licensing Services, P.O. Box 9649, Olympia, Washington 98507-08410,
within twenty (20) days from the date of gervice of this notice.
Any materials received after the twenty (20) days will not be
considered by the Board.

YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED THAT IF YOU DO NCT RETURN THE ANSWER
TO STATEMENT OF CHARGES FORM WITHIN TWENTY (20) DAYS FROM THE DATE
OF SERVICE OF THIS NOTICE, THIS WILL CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF YOUR
RIGHT TO A HEARING PURSUANT TO RCW 34.05.740 AND THE BCARD WILL
FIND THAT YOU DO NOT CONTEST THE AILLEGATIONS OF THE STATEMENT OF
CHARGES UPON SUCH A FINDING BY THE BOARD, AN APPROPRIATE DEFAULT
ORDER WILL BE ENTERED DISPOSING OF THIS MATTER, TO INCLUDE THE
REVOCATION OR DENIAL OF YOUR LICENSE TO PRACTICE AS AN ARCHITECT IN

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON.

NOTTCE OF OPPORTIINTTY
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INTERPRETER AVAITLABILITY: If vou or a witness for you is a
person who, because of a non-English speaking cultural background,
cannot readily speak or understand the English language, or if you
or a witness for you is a person who, because of a hearing or
speech impairment or defects, cannot readily understand or

communicate in speocken language, AND YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER, then

a qualified interpreter will be appointed at no cost to you or to
the witness. You may request the appointment of a qualified
interpreter by indicating your request on the attached Answer to
Statement of Charges.

DATED at Olympia, Washington, this [dg%A‘ day of

(DW , 1992.

WASHINGTON STATE
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING

By: MPDQ\%MW

ES D. HANSON, Program Manager
Board of Registration for
Architects

FRIIS.OPP

NOTYCE OF OPPORTUNITY
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Presiding Officer:

Norman J. Johnston, Chairman

Board of Registration for Architects

P.O. Box 9649
Olympia, WA 98507~9649
Telephone: (206) 753-1153

Respondent:
Terry E. Friis

E. 11923 -~ 21st
Spokane, WA 99206

Attorney For State of Washinaton:

Steven J. Thiele
Assistant Attorney General
Hwys Lic Bldg 5th Floor
P.0O. Box 40110

Olympia, WA 98504~-0110
Telephone: (206) 753-2702

TICE OF OPPORTUNITY
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MEMORANDUM

Date: 11/22/91
To: Jim Hanson
From: Bill Dean

Subject: Closure of case #90-07-0701AR--Terry E. Friis

In May of 1991, Mr. Friis appeared before a Federal Judge who
revoked Mr. Friis® probation. Af that time, Mr. Friis was
sentenced to 120 days and credited for 120 days served. Mr.
Friis is no longer on probation with the U.S. Court. This
revocation was a result of action brought on Mr. Friis in Spokane
Superior Court for felony theft.

In April of 1991, Mr. Friis pled guilty in Spokane Superior Court
te three counts of felony theft. Three additional counts of
felony theft were dismissed. As a result of these convictions,
Mr. Friis was sentence to 120 days in jail with credit for 97
days served. Mr. Friis served out this sentence and is currently
on minimum probation with the Department of Corrections in
Spokane. Mr. Frils will remain on this probation through
05/24/92.

Mr. Frils owes in excess of $8,000.00 in restitution and is
regquired to pay at least $25.00 per month. Decpartment of
Corrections will monitor these restitution payments through the
vear 2001.

Supporting documents regarding the above information are included
in Eile.




MEMO TC F I LE

DATE: 11/22/91
FROM: William Dean
CASE HO.: 90-07-07012AR

RE: Telephone interview of Department of Corrections
(Spokane) Probation Officer Pat Rinner by Investigator Dean.

During this telephone interview, I inguired of Ms. Kinner the
current status of Terry Edwin Friis. Ms. XKinner stated Mr. Friis
is currently on probation with her office. Mr. Friis is on a
minimum type probation where he is only reguired to call in if
there is a change in his address or occupation. Ms. Kinner went

on to say Friis would continue this probation status through
05/24/92.

After 05/24/92 Mr. Friis will only be monitored as to making his
$25.00 per month restitution payment through Ms. Xinner's office.
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGT&?EE =
| e 0
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKANE i

AP
5%9;? STATE OF WASHINGTON ) AR 2.3 1991
}_ » ) NO. 91-1-001i50-3 THOMAS P FALLOUIST
Q/ g"ﬁwam m'gﬁiff, ) amu‘:ﬁ'ﬁéﬁ)um
o) PA#¥ 90-9-79873-0
v. ) RPT# 02-90-75648:75643:75634-0
\ ) RCW 9A.56.040(1)(a)CO~-F($75017)
TERRY EDWIN FRIIS&QQ&f )
WM 010648 )
} JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
)

Defendant{s) {FELONY)
T. HEARING

1.1 A sentencing hearing in this case was held: Y - 27 -9 1 o

{Date)
myaer .‘ﬂ.”‘:‘q/, d d /
1.2 Present were: COURT QTS e
e = _;/,C'LQ.fm,

Defendant: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS ;

Defendant's Lawyer: Howard M. Neill '

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney: MARK A. LAIMINGER

Cther:
1.3 The State has moved for dismissal of Count(s)
1.4 Defendant was asked if there was. any legal cause why judgment

should not be pronounced, and none was shown.

IT. FINDINGS

Based on the testimony heard, statements by defendant and/or
victims, argument of counsel, and case record
to date, the court finds:
2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was found guilty on 4-27-91

by [ plea ] [pesndipe ] [pdsoon | [ drsfitd® | of:

Count No.: _/. Crime: TIHEET 2

RCW 9A.56.040(1)(a)CO-F(%75017)
Date of Crime BETW T7-7 AND 7-16-90
Inéident No. 07 00 TSeYBO

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY) , JS

(RCW 9.94A.110, 120) ; Page 1 of 9
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count NoO.: Crime: ﬁj/ﬁ

Date of Crime

Incident No.

Count No.: Crime: N/a

RCW

Date of Crime

Incident No.

() With a special verdict/finding for use of deadly weapon

on Count{s): pﬂo?
() With a special verdict/finding of sexual motivation on
Count({s): . N/
/1

() With a special verdict/finding of RCW 69.50.401(a)
viclation in a school bus or within 1000 feet of a schogl
bus route or 1000 feet of the perimeter of a school
grounds (RCW 69,.50.435). pﬂéﬁ

( ) Current offenses encompassing the same criminal conduct
and counting as one crime in determining the offender
score arc {RCW 9.94A.400(1)): &%ﬁ

i

() Additional current offenses atta¢?§dAin.Appendix.A.
/A
2.2 CRIMINAL HBISTORY: Criminal history used in calculating the
offender score is (RCW 9.94A.360):

Crime Sentencing Adult or Date Crime
Date Juv. Crime of Crime Tvpe
ot ) FRLSE STHTENMENF O -
E’;iﬁ% I P - Lo /985 NEN ~V/CLENT
OTHER CukRENy _ THEFT | H-29-9/ POULT H-)l =0 NoN~VierEAT
OFFENSES 7 ) p
qo-1-006%(-41 © THEFT | Y-29-9¢ ADULT ~ ~/7-70 MON ~ i1 67 ENT
{ .) c Additional criminal history ii attached in Appendix B.

() Prior convictions served concurrently and counted as one
offense in determining the offender score are {RCW
9.94A.360(11)):

N/%

JUDGHMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY; J3
(RCW 9.94A.110, 120) Page I




2.3 SENTENCING DATA:

Offender Seriousness Maxtimum
Score Level Range Term
e e e e S g \{KS ~Ts
Count No. 1 K] vy 2706 mo ) A{Q&?&""
Count No T
Count No. -

() Additional current offenses sentencing information is
attached in Appendix C. pﬁgq
2.4 EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE:

( ) Substantial and compelling reasons exist which justify a

sentence (above) {below) the standard range for
Count(s) . Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law are atrtached in Appendix D. A@

2.5 CATEGORY OF OFFENDER: The defendant is:

{a} ( )} An offender who shall be sentenced to confinement of
aver one year.

{b) (}{) An cffender who shall be sentenced to confinement of
one year or less.

(e} () A first time offender who shall be sentenced under
the waiver of the presumptive sentence range
(RCW 9.24A.030(12), .120(5)).

{d) { ) A sexual offender who is eligible for the special
sentencing alternative and who shall be sentenced
under the alternative because both the defendant and
the community  will benefit from its use
(RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)).

(e} { ) A felony sexual offender who shall be sentenced to
confinement of over one year but less than six vears
and shall be ordered committed for evaluatiaon of
defendant's amenability to treatment
(RCW 9.94A.120(7)(b}).

ITT. JUDGMENT

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty of the crime(w) of:
SECCND DEGREE THEFT

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE I8 _
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120) ge 3 of 7
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IV. ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant serve the determinate sentence and
abide by the conditions set forth below.

4.1 The Court, having examined the defendant's ability ta pay
monetary obligationsLhmakesmghguggglowingmfingiggs;

( ¥) The defendant [daees] [daes not] have the Present ability
to pay toward financial obligation herein.

De Cf?n&aﬂré T Incarcerat el i

()ﬂ) There [is] [&qpotf a likelihood of the defendant having
a future ability to 'pay toward financial obligations
herein.

De(—ﬁe‘f{ﬁm&“ﬂs a_lieensed grchictect.

() Defendant shall pay the following legal financial
cbligation to the Clerk of the Court:

{a) 3 1600 ;, Court costs;

(b} $100.00, Victim Assessment;

(c) ¢ A . Restitution to be paid to:

{dy ¢ = , Recoupment for attorney's fees;

(e) % - . Fine; [ ] VUCSA additicnal fine
wailved due to indigency. RCW 69.40.430.

(£} s , Drug enforcement fund of

gy 3 - , Other costs for:

{(hy 3 /7600 , TOTAL legal financial
obligations.

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE Js
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120) Page 4 of 7




Commencing with the first full month after the date of. this
Judgment and Sentence or after release from confinement, the
"7 7 defendant shall pay not less than $ 25.60 per month, sub-
_ ject to adjustment by the court as necessary upon the recom-
mendation of the community corrections officer, to the Clerk of
the Court until the total.legal,financial.abligation.is paid in
full (with credit for amounts paid by co defendants), to be
paid in full by (0-28-2000 with a report by the Department of
Corrections to be submitted to the court by £-2¢-2006. The
Department of Corrections shall monitor all assets and earnings
of the defendant while s/he is confined and shall deduct
appropriate amounts to be forwarded ta the Clerk of the Court
to satisfy the court-ordered legal financial obligations as
provided for herein.

Upon recelpt, the Clerk of the Court shall distribute the
restitution to:

( }  Schedule of Restitution is attached as Appendix E.

{ }  Schedule of Restitution to be fFiled.

NY 4

The court shall retain jurisdiction over the defendant for the
greater of ten (10) years, subject to adjustment by the court,
from the date of this Judgment and Sentence or from the
defendant's last date of release from confinement pursuant ta
a felony conviction to assure payment of the above legal
financial obligations. The defendant shall repcrt to +the
Department of Corrections to monitor compliance, and ckey
~wonditions as provided by RCW 9.94A.120(12)).

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE JS C;f
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120) Page 5 of /




4.3 CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS: The defendant shall serve a term
of total confinement in the Spokane Count -~City Detention
Center as follows, commencing o -z , 18 9] :

__mm_SéL*__(ddﬁﬂ) {months) on Count No. z ;
e —

days) (months) on Count No. ;
{days) (months) on Count No. .

() The terms in Counts No. to Dbe

- 2777 concurrent for a total term of months.

(X) The sentence herein to run (concurrently)
(eeonmeapdreddr) with the sentence in
Ge -| -POEF/ - &
{Count(s) or cause number(s}) ? (MINETY sEvEN)

() Credit be given for (dugimg) (Mffﬁﬁ: days) served

solely on these charges.

(a) ALTERNATIVE CONVERSION PURSUANT TO RCW 9.94A.380:

( davs of total confinement be convertad
to partial confinement. Confinement shall take
effect at such time as s/he is accepted into

the partial confinement

program/racility.
( ) Partial confinement shall be served in work release.

( ) Partial confinement shall be served in home

detention.

{ ) days of total confinement be converted
to hours of community service to be
completed as follows:

( ) Alternative conversion is not recommenced because:

(b) (J22) COMMUNITY SUPERVISION: The defendant serve /<

months of community  supervision. Community
Supervision shall commence WPoN RELERASE  from ALl
BB _CINEINEMENT. Defendant shall report My w/iit
24 Heuprs 0F RELEASE, - to  the

Department of Correcticns and shall comply with al11
rules, regulations and requirements.

JUDGHENT AND SENTENCE (FELONT) 7S
CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS Page 6 of 9
(RCW 9.%942.110, .120)
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The defendant's monthly probationer assessment to

the Department of. . Corrections is as follows

(RCW 9.,94A.270): ‘

{ ) Full payment

(X)) Total exemptian o

(..} Partial exemption; payments shall not exceed
$ per month

(c) ( ) The defendant, having been convicted of a
felony sex offense, shall register with the
County Sheriff where the defendant resides
within thirty (30) days of release from
confinement and/or placement on community

.supervision as a convicted sex offender.

{(d} ( ) OTHER CONDITIONS:

{ ) ( ) Additional conditions are attached ip Appendix

F.

4.4 ( ) Pursuant to RCW 70.24.340 the defendant shall submit to
HIV testing as soon as possible, be provided pre~test
counseling and be provided post-test counseling for the
reason that:

()} The offense herein is a sexual offense under RCW
Chapter 9A.44.

( ) The offense herein is a prostitution offense or
related tc prostitution under RCW Chapter 9A.88.

( ) The offense herein is a drug offense under RCW
Chapter 69.50 and it is determined by the court that
the related drug offense is one associated with the
use of hypodermic needles.

Provided further the results of the HIV test are to he

confidential but are to be provided to the victim,
prosecuting attorney, community corrections officer and
the public defender as necessary.

4,5 ( ) Pursuant to Ch. 230 Washington Laws of 1990 thig

S conviction being for:
{ ) A felony defined as a sex cffense under RCW
9.94A.030(29)(a)

{ ) A violent offense as defined under RCW

_ 9.94A.030(32).

( ) The defendant shall have a blood sample drawn for purposes
of DNA identification analysis pricr to his release from
confinement.

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY) J38
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{ } The defendant, not having been sentenced to confinement,
shall report immediately to the Spokane County Detention
Facility to have a blood sample drawn for purposes of DNA
identification analysis. The defendant shall be in the
custody of the Court and shall abide by this requirement
as a term and condition of his sentence.

Viclations of the conditions or requirements of this sentence are
punishable for a period not tao exceed sixty (60) davs of confine-
ment for each violation. (RCW 9.94A.200(2)), in addition to the
conversion of Community Service or Community Supervision back to
partial or total confinement (9.94A.120).

The following appendices are attached to this Judgment and Sentence
and are incorporated by referesnce:

Appendix A, Additional Current Offenses

Appendix B, Additional Criminal History

Appendix C, Current Offensels} Sentencing Information
Appendix D, Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for
Exceptional Sentence

Appendix E, Schedule of Restitution

Appendix F, Additional Conditions

Appendix H, Order 9rohiiég;ng~eentaﬁt?““‘“-\\
Appendix I, Notificatiom Of Registration Regulirement

Appendix J, Adviee of Time Limit for—Filing Cdllateral
Relief T =T

Date: H-29-9

Presented by:

”ﬁf*f
Tk O O\{DMM

MARK A, LAIMINGER “Howard M. Neilil
Deputy FProsecuting Attolney Lawyer for Defendant . -
WA State Bar ID #:_ /6 H gz WA State Bar ID #: 5354

— g p— oy

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY) J
CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS Page 3 of &
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FINGERPRINTS

Right Hand
Fingerprints of:

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS

Dated: - L{’Zﬁ‘q{

Attested by:
THOMAS R. FALLOUIST, County Cleck

CERTIFICATE
I, _ TEDMAS R. FALLGINST, Cousty Clark

Clerk of this Court, certlfy that
the above is a true copy of the
Judgment and Sentence in this
action on reécord in my office.

Dated: o L{’ 2ﬁ7‘ Q(

OFFENDER IDENTIFICATION

S.I1.D. No. /4187253

Date of Birth O DGR

Sex MALE

Race WHITE,

ORI WA032013A
OCA___ 131534

OIN 02400 156430

DOA (2. 2190

FBI 625359vyq
SoC 536 H68160

%******%******3’

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
(RCW 9.394A.110, .120)
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

\ \
o

=3 1
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT QOF THE STATE OF‘WASHIﬂGTON%E
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKANE gg\

ppR 1291

aAUET
NO. 91-1-00150-3  mewSiilcium
CLERX

Plaintiff,
PA§ 90-9-79873-0

RCW  9A.56.040(1)(a)CO-F(#75017)

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS,
WM 010648

.
3]

e L
1] *
da L2

1.5

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON
Defendant(s) PLEA OF GUILTY TC A FELONY
I. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT

)
)
)
)
v. } RPTH# 02-90-75648;75643;75634~0
)
)
)
)
)

My true name is: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS
I am also known as .

My age is Y 1L . Date of birth /~ &= &0

I went through the fﬁ>+‘ grade in schaool.

I have been informed and fully understand that I have the right
to representation by a lawyer and that if I cannot afford to
pay for a lawyer, one will be provided at no expense ta me.

My lawyer's name is Howard M. Neill.
I have been provided a copy of the Information and am informed

and fully understand that I am charged with the crime(¥) of:
SECORD DEGREE. THEFT, and the elements of the crime(X) are:

!
the maximum sentence(g) for which (4is) {aae?) : § years and/or
$ /0, p00.00 fine. In addition, I understand that I may
have to pay restitution for crime{®) to which I enter a guilty
plea and for anvy other uncharged crime(s) for which I have
agreed to pay restitution. The standard sentence range for the

crime(s) is at least Z MeMNTHS and not more than
G MENTHE , based upon my c¢riminal historvy which T

understand the Prosecuting Attorney Says to be:

I have been informed and fully understand that:

{a) I have the right to a speedy and public trial by an
Impartial jury in the county where the crime is alleged to
have been committed.

(b) T have the right to remain silent before and during trial,
and I need not testifvy.

(c} I have the right at trial to hear and Jquestion witnesses

who ‘testify against me.

STATENET OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY T0 & FEioNY  ST70FG
(CrR 4.2(qg) Page 1 of 4
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{d) I have the right at trial to have witnesses testify for
me. These witnesses can be made to appear at no expense
to me.

(e} I am presumed innocent until the charge is proven bevyond
a reasonable doubt, or I enter a plea of guilty.

(£} I have the right to appeal certain pretrial court
decisions and any determination of guilt after trigl.

(g} IF I PLEAD GUILTY, I GIVE UP THESE RIGHTS IN STATEMENTS
l1.6(a) through (£f).

1.7 I plead to the crime(X) of SECOND DEGREE THEFT
as charged in the (SubBtitwnte/Amended) Information.

1.8 I make this plea freely and voluntarily.

1.9 No one has threatened harm of any kind to me or to any other
person to cause me ta make this plea. -

1.10 No person has made promises of any kind to cause me to enter
this plea except as set forth in this statement. '

1.11 I have been informed and fully understand that the Prosecuting

Attorney will make the following recommendations to the court:

_& MoNTHS  TAN. | CONCURRENT WiirH 90 - /= 006%/-4 AfD
WITH ANY  TIME JMPISEL N FEDERPL. COURT

1.12 I have been informed and fully understand that the standard
senteneing range is based on the crime charged and my criminal
history. Criminal history includes prior convictions, whether
in this state, in federal court, or elsewhere. Criminal
history alse includes convictiens or guilty pleas at juvenile
court that are felonies and which were committed when I was is
vears of age or older. Juvenile convictions count only if I
was less than 23 years of age at the time T committed the
present offense. I fully understand that if criminal history
in addition to that listed in paragraph 1.5 is discovered, both
the standard sentence
range and the Prosecuting Attorney's recommendation may
increase. Even so, I fully understand that my plea of guilty
to this charge is binding upon me if accepted by the court and
T cannot change my mind if additional criminal nistory is
discovered and the standard sentence range and the prosecuting
Attorney's recommendation increases.

1.13 I have been informed and fully understand that the court does
not have to follow anycne's recommendation as to sentence. I
have bgen fully informed and fully understand that the cours
must impose a sentence within the standard range unless the
court finds substantial and compelling reasons not to do $0.
If the court goes outside the standard range, either I or the

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY TO A FELONY  STTDFG
(CrR 4.2(qg) Page 2 of 4




1.14

1.15

1.16

-
#

N
e ]

\ | |

State can appeal that sentence. If the sentence is within the
standard sentence 'range, no one can appeal the court's
sentencing determination. I alsa understand that the court
must sentence to a mandatory minimum term, if any, as provided
in paragraph 1.14 and that the court may nat vary or modify
that mandatory minimum term for any reasarn.

( ) I have been advised that the law requires that a prison
term be imposed and does not permit any form of probation
for the crime(s) with which T am charged.

{ ) I havé been advised that if I am sentence to prison, my
sentence must be served consecutively to my prior prizon
sentence for a prior felony.

I have been further advis¢d that the crime(s) of SECOND DEGREE
THEFT with {thich I am < ged. carries/d?tgh it a term of tota

t of not lecs than yedrs. I have

been ad¥ised that épgi law requires that a ferm of total
i ent be impofed and does n - permit amr modificiﬁ;nn.ct

7

this Mandatory minimum term.

{a) I %}be been aiyised that/;ﬁecrime{ of

with which I charged #s a felony sex offenge.
en advise aw regquir
he County gherift whefe I live wi

do so i/ a violatidn of the
a felony or gross misdemeandr.

I have been advised that the scntences imposed in cCounts
will run {(consecutively) {concurrently)
unless the court finds substantial.and.ccmpelling reagaons to
run the sentences {concurrently) (consecutively).

I have been informed and fully understand that if I am on
probation or parole, a plea of guilty to the present charges
will be sufficient grounds for a Judge or the parcle board +o
revoke my probation or parole.

“=i"understand.that if I am not a citizen of the United States,
- & piea of gullty to an offense punishable as a crime under

state: law 1s grounds for deportation, exclusion from admission

to the United States, or denial of naturalization pursuant tg

the laws of the United States.

Thes céuxt has asked me to state briefly in my own words what I
did that resulted in my teing charged with the crime{s) in the
Information. This 1s my statement: o o< ABe T a0 S

= elisoerg A 1gve el feR BEMC R STyt rhews Pees poy =,

Yo Zame-T sworpiaade, T Puicums Tr E 80 i e S50 v il
L8t

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILITY TO A FELONY STTDFG
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1.19 I have read or have had read to me all of the numbered sections
(1.1 through 1.18) above and have received a copy of "Statement
of Defendant on Plea of Guilty to a Felony." I have no further
guestions to ask of the court. _.

o

'SIGNED IN OPEN)Co

1I. JUDGE'S FINDINGS

;f, 2|?,;97‘f”' ES

Date:

The court finds that:

2.1 The forégoind_stateﬁent was read by or to the defendant and
signed by the defendant in the presence of his/her lawyer -amd
i ~Iudge, in open court;

2.2 The defendant's plea of guilty was made knowingly,
intelligently and voluntarily.

2.3 The court has informed the defendant of the nature of the
charge and the consequences of the plea;

2.4 There is a factual basis for the plea. t the defendant
is guilty as charged as indicated by the defen
section 1.7 above. -

Date: 7 -25-9/ ﬁgéfggg;;;;?jkg,‘

= S
MARK A. LAIMINGER & _ —THoward M. Neill

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Defendant's Lawyer )

WA State Bar ID 4: /A ¥G2 WA State Bar ID¥: S >S(

I amo fluent in the language, and I have

vtranslated this entire document for the defendant from English into
that language. The defendant has acknowledged his/her understanding
of both the translation and the subject matter of this document. I
‘certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington thkat the foregoirg is true and correct.

Date:

Interpreter

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY TO A FELONY STTDEG
{Cr 4. 20 - ) -
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F
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGT%% ]5 1991

IN AND FOR TEE COUNTY OF SPOKANE THOlsg -
SPOKAy: LT
STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) SR
) INFORMATION
Plaintiff, )
) ) 0. 91100150 3
) MARK A. LAIMINGER
) Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
TERRY EDWIN FRIIS )
WM 010648 ) PA# 90-9-79873-0
aka Terry Rogalski ) RPTH# 02-90-75648;:75643;75634-0
) RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)CO-F (#75001)
Defendant(s) ) (THREE COUNTS)

Comes now the Prosecuting Attorney in and for Spokane
County, Washington, and charges the defendant(s) with the
following crime(s}:

COUNT 1I: FIRST DEGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the
defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, in Spockane County, Washington, on or
about batween July 7, 1990 and July 16, 1990, did wrongfully
cbtain and exert unauthorized contrel over property and services,
a 1989 BMW 535i, belonging to Camp BMW, of a value exceeding
$1,500, with intent to deprive Camp BMW, of such property and
services,

COUNT II: And the Prosecuting Attorney, as aforesaid, further
charges the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, with the crime of FIRST
DEGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the defendant, TERRY
EDWIN FRIIS, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about between
August 6, 1990 and August 8, 1990, did wrongfully obtain and exert
unauthorized control over property and services, a 1990 Chevrolet
Lumina APV, belonging to Appleway Chevrolet, of a value exceeding
$1.500., with intent to deprive Appleway Chevrolet, of such
property and services,

COUNT II1: And the Prosecuting Attorney, ag aforesaid. further
charges the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, also known as Terry
Rogalski, with the crime of FIRST DEGREE THEET, committed as
fullows: That the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, also known as
Terry Rogalski, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about between
Qotober 13, 1990 and October 17, 1990, did wrongfully obtain and
exert unauthorized control over property and services, a 1991 Ford
Explorer. belonging to Wendle Ford, of a value exceeding $1,500,
with intent to deprive Wendle Ford, of such property and services,

Tk 0. Xacringer /6492

Deputy Prosecuting afforney WA St. Bar ID#

IMNFORMATION DOMNALD €. BROCKETT
Epokane County FProsecuting Atterney
County-City Public Safety Building
Spokane, Washingteon 99250




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF SPOKANE

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff(s)
vs,
CASE NO. _91~1-00150-3
TERRY EDWIN FRITIS,
Defendant(s} CERTIFICATE OF COPY
i, THOMAS R. FALLQUIST , county clerk, and ex officio Clerk
of the Superior Court of this county, certify that the attached Is a true and correct copy of:
Document
Number Date Filed
1 2/15/91 INFORMATTION
STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF
12 4/29/91 GUILTY TO A FELON
17 4/25/91 JUDGMENT AND SENTENCH

- in the above entitied action, as it now appears on file and of record in my office.

Dated: November 18, 1991

THOMAS R. FALLQUIST

: Clark
a&%y/@%m»@/

Deputy Clerk

CERTIFICATE OF COPY

C1-10.0400-7/78-WPF
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- FILED
b IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
AR 19 1891
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPFORANE
THOWAS & PALLECET
., STATE OF WASHINGTON ) e
G, om0 ANE 00. CLBRK ) NO. 90-1-00691-4
774 Plaintiff, . )
’///// ) PA§ 90-9-78655-0
v. ‘ ) RPTH# 02-90-28808;28029;28802;27324-0
“a, ) CT I: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)COAT-F
TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, ‘4 } (9A.28.020(1)) (#75002)
WM 010648 ) CT II: RCW 9A.56.040(1){a)COo~F
) ($75017)
) CT IIT: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)CO-F
) (#75001)
) CT IV: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)DE-F
) {($75005)
) JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
Defendant(s) } ( FELONY)
I. HEARING
1.1 A sentencing hearing in this case was held: Lf" 29 -9/ -

(Date)srcrars d@//
VICTRS AREERS, fiadﬁ e
REZTITUTON é’%ﬁﬂ é%

Piediy

1.2 Present were:

Defendant: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS
Defendant's Lawyer: Howard M. Neill I
Deputy Prousecuting Attorney: MARK A. LAI%INGERggm;rgam«
Other: —
1.3 The State has moved for dismissal of Count(s) ;mewPLZZ;m_ﬂ
1.4 Defendant was acked if there was any legal cause why Jjudgment

should not be pronounced, and none was shown.

IT. FINDINGS

Based on the testimony heard, statements by defendant and/or
victims, argument of counsel, Lhe presanktence-verurir and case record
tc date, the court finds:

2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was found guilty on 4-27-%
by { plea ] [ ‘eaadist¥ ] [ @isbon ] [ Desrdim | of:

Count No.: o— Crime: DiISMISSED

RCW  9A.56.030(1)(a)COAT-F(9A.28.020(1))
($75002)

Date of Crime

Incident No. o

5150108575

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY)

{orty O Q4Ar 11 Ty
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count No.:_D—=  crime:  P(SM)SSED
RCW 9A.56.040(1)(a)CO~F(§75017)
Date of Crime YL gLl e
Incident No.

Count No.: ﬂ' Crime: ) THEFT I

RCW 3A.56.030(1)(a)Ca-F(475001)

Date of Crime oY ~e~90
Incident No.
Count No.: Wﬂ; Crime: WEF T- I

RCW 9A.56.030(l)(a)DE-F(#75005)
Date of Crime -6 “Fo

Incident No.

{ ) With a speéial verdict/finding for use of deadly weapon
on Counti{s): N/ﬁ_

{( ) With a special verdict/finding of sexual motivation on
Count(s): . N//}

() Wwith a special verdict/finding o RCW 69.50.401(a)
violation in a school bus or within 1000 feet of a schoal
bus route or 1000 feet of the perimeter of a school

grounds {RCW 69.50.435). C;Qq
{ ) Current offenses encompassing the sahe criminal conduct
and counting as one crime in determi ing the offender

score are (RCW 9.94A.400(1)): 7
() Additional current offenses attached.%? Appendix A.

2.2 CRIMINAL HISTORY: Criminal history used in caleulating the
cifender score is {RCW 8.94A,360,

L LIRS WELITSENC LG ACQULT OO aTe Urinie
.

e Y e i idiite Ui Cdikia iy RS

‘ELERAL, ERLSE STATEMEAT )
R curcenr T LEEN MPPLGHT 5-/2-87  AouLr (98%~ Now-vieLenr
blppiSo-2 T _JHEFT 2 Y-79-9¢ AOULT -~ ekt~ F NeN -V(0LENT
._ T - b7-706-90
T Aadicioias CLIiLO&l (ISUGLY is atlached im Appendix 5. WA
i |} Prior convictions Served concurrently and counted as one
vifeuse Lu detesmining the offeader score Aare {ROW

""""" TR

9.54A.JUU(LL)}:

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY} J (?
(RCW 2.54A.110, 1203 T N ’




2.3 SENTENCING DATA: o .

Offender Seriousness Maximum
score Level kange Term
Count Nu, ﬁ’ = Z 4 o 12 pe fe YKS/¢‘ZD}@D¢D
Count No .:/I: =2 v/ 4 v (2m /o ‘fﬁs’/?ZOIM

Count No.

( ) Acditional current offenses sentencing information is
attachea in Appendix C. A&G% S

4.4  BXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE:

{ 7 Substantial and compelling reasons exist which justify a

sentence (abhove) (below} the standard range for
Count(sg) - Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law are attached in Appendix D. N/ﬁ.

2.5 CATEGORY OF OFFENDER: The defendant is:

(a) { )} An offender whao shall be sentenced to confinement of
over one year.

(k) (X)) An offender who shall be sentenced to confinement of
one year or less.

(e} { ) A first time offender who shall be sentenced under
the waiver of the presumptive sentence range
(RCW 9.94A.030(12), L120(5)).

(dY { )} A sexual offender who is eligible for the special
sentencing alternative and who shall be sentenced
under the alternative because hoth the defendant and
the community will benefit from its use
(RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)).

(e} ( ) A felony sexual offender who shall be sentenced to
confinement of over one vear but less than six vears
and shall be ordered committed for evaluation of
defendant's amenability to treatment
(RCW 9.94A.120(7)(b)).

TIT. JUDGMENT
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty of the crime(s) of: g

-2 A PEENPTEN FIRST-BREGREECTHERE, CR LT -ARCOND-DEGRER THESE,; CT
. LII~IV: ¥IRST DEGREE THEFT

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE JS
{RCW 9.94A.110, .120) Page 3 of 57




IV. ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant serve the determinate sentence and
abide by the conditions set forth below.

4.1 The Court, having examined the defendant's ‘ability to pay
monetary obligations, makes the following findings:

--- (%) The defendant [deem] [does not] have the present ability
to pay toward financial obligation herein.

DeSeadsnt 7¢  Incarcerated.

()C) There [is] [W¥/Md# a likelihoad of the defendant having
a future ability to Ppay toward financial obligations
herein.

Vebenlant 15 3 licensel architect.

{ )C) Defendant shall pay the following 1legal financial
obligation to the Clerk of the Court:

{a) ¢ 7@-0@ . Court costs:

{b) $100.00, Victim Assessment;

(c) % 8} 707"(91'/ » Restitution to be paid ta:
THE. SPoxANE cOUNTY CLERK

{d) % C » Recoupment for attorney's fces;

(e) & e  Fine; [ 1 VUCSA additional fine
waived due to indigency. RCW 69.40.430.

(£) $ < , Drug enforcement fund of

(g} ¢ < ; Other costs for:

$ Cs; 663, Q?Lf , TOTAL legal financial

(h)
vbligations.
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE JS
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120) Page 4 of ]




mendation of the community'correctianskofficez; ta the Clerk of
the Court until the total legalmfinancial.cbligaticnkis,paiﬁ.in
full (with credit for amounts paid by co defendants), to be
paid in full by (@ -2%-700with a report by the Department of
Corrections to be submittad to the court by 8-Z8-2rc©. The
Department of Coxrectionszshall.monitor'all,assets and earnings
of the defendant while s/he is confined and shall deduct
appropriate amounts to be forwarded ta the Clerk of the Court
te satisfy the court-ordered legal financial obligations as
provided for herein. , e

Upon receipt, the Clerk of the Court shall distribute the
restitution to:

{ )  Schedule of Restitution is attached as Appendix E.

{ ){ }  Schedule of Restitution to be filed.

The court shall retain jurisdiction over the defendant for the
greater of ten (10) Years, subject to adjustment by the court,
from the date of this Judgment and Sentence or from the
defendant's last date of release from confinement pursuant to
a felony conviction to assure payment of the above legal
financial obligations. The defendant shall report to the
Department of Corrections to monitor compliance, and obey
conditions as provided by RCW 9.94A.120(12)).

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE J3
(RCW 9.947.110, .120) Page 5 of 2




4.3 CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS: The defendant shall serve a term
of total confinement in the Spokane County-City Detention
Center  as follows, commencing 24 -253 19 9 :

N'%é ‘ (gaas) (moﬁths) on Count No. ZZZ :

(@aye (months) on Count No. v ;

{days) (months) on Count No.

(%) The terms” in Counts No. /R o VA to be
e cencurrent for a total term of g% months.

(X) The sentence herein to run (concurrently)

; = with the sentence in
Gl-i-00(50 ~=
(Count{s) or cause number(s

’) q T (mwer seew)
(X ) Credit be given for (Eiwe) (gdays) served

oo 50lely on these charges,

{a) "ALTERNATIVE CONVERSION PURSUANT TO et 9.94A.380:

{ ) days of total confinement be converted
to partial confinement. Confinement shall take
effect at such time as s/he is accepted into

the partial confinement

program/facility.
( ) Partial confinement shall be served in work release.

( ) Partial confinement shall be served in Thome

detention.

( ) dayvs of total confinement be converted
to hours of community service to be
completed as follows:

( ) Alternative conversion is not recommended because:

B) (X)) COMMUNITY SUPERVISION: The defendant serve /2
months  of community supervision. Communit
Supervision shall commence L{PoN RELEASE epm ALl
UR_CONFINEMENT Defcndant shall  report  doy wiTHip
24 HOURS OF RELEASE ., kE , to  the
Department of Corrections and shall comply with all
rules, regulations and requirements.,

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY) Js
CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS Fage 6 of 9
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120)




4.4 ()

The defendant's monthly probaticner assessment to
the Department of Corrections is as follows
(RCW 9.94A.270): .

{ ) Full payment

(X) Total exemption

Partial exemption; payments shall not exceed
$ per month

e )

{(c) () The . defendant, having been convicted of a
felony sex offense, shall register with the
County Sheriff where the defendant resides
within thirty (30) days of release from
confinement and/or placement on  community
supervision as a convicted sex cffender.

(d) ( ) OTHER CONDITIONS:

() ( ) Additional conditions are attached in Appendix
F.

Pursuant to RCW 70.24.340 the defendant shall submit to
HIV testing as scon as possible, be provided pre~-test
counseling and be provided post-test counseling for the
reason that:

( )} The offense herein is a sexual offense under RCW
Chapter 9A.44.

( ) The offense herein is a prostitution offense or
related to prostitution under RCW Chapter 9A.84.

( ) The offense herein is a drug offense under RCW
Chapter 69.50 and it is determined by the court that
the related drug offense is one associated with the
use of hypodermic needles.

Provided further the results of the HIV test are to be
ceonfidential but are to be provided to the victim,
prosecuting attorney, community corrections officer and
the public defender as Necessary.

Pursuant to Ch. 2230 Washington Laws of 1990 this
conviction being for:

{ } A felony defined as a sex offense under RCw
9.942.030(29) (a)

{ ) a violent cffense as defined under RCW
9.94A.030(32).

The defendant shall have a blccd sample drawn for purpcses
of DNA identification,analysis pricr to his release from
confinement,

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE { FELONY ) JE
CONF'INEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS Page 7
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{ ) The defendant, not having been sentenced to confinement,
shall report immediately to the Spokane County Detention
Facility to have a blood sample drawn for purposes of DNA
identification analysis. The defendant shall be in the
custedy of the Court and shall abide by this requirement
as a term and condition of hisg sentence,

punishable for a period not to exceed sixty (60) days of confine~
ment for each viola;ion. (RCW 9.94A.260(2)), in addition to the

conversion of Community Service or Community Supervision back to
partial or total confinement (9.94a.120).

The following appendices are attached to this Judgment and Sentence
and are incorporated by reference:

) Aprendix A, Additional Current Offenses

) Appendix B, Additicnal Criminal History ,

) Appendix C, Current Offense(s) Sentencing Information

) Appendix D, Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for

Exceptional Sentence

Appendix E, Schedule of Restitution

Appendix F, Additional Conditions

Appendix H, Order Prohibiss

Appendix I, Notifi lon of Registration

>} Appendix J, Ad¥ice of Time Limit for B
Relief

Date: H -9/ //MHHS \>

R AR YTy

Presented by: _ S Ted as to form:
Wj‘ ﬁf/% 4~ /%&/?M/Z( X \ \'\-}R

—p— p— pr_—,

e L N

MARK A. LAIMINGER Vo Howard M. Neill S
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Lawyver for bDefendant

WA State Bar ID 4: /o497 WA State Bar ID #: S$294
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE [FELONT] Js
CONFINEMENT ONE YEAR OR LESS Page 8 of 9

{RCW 9._043 11n 1AM




FINGERPRINTS

Right Hand
Fingerprints of:

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS

Attested bv:
THOMAS R. FALLQUIST, County Clerk

Dated: H-29 -9 BY: Z%ﬂ:
CERTIFICATE * OFFENDER IDENTIFICATION
‘ *
T, _ THOMAS R FALLOUMST, County Clark * 3.1.0. No. (4157253
Clerk of this Court, certify that * Date of Birfh &1 54 Her
the above is a true copy of the * Sex  MALE
Judgment and Sentence in this * Race WHITE
action on record in my office. * ORI WAO3/2§}%A3L’¢
* QOChA
Dated: q -29 -7 * OIN
* DOA bl (9 98
... THOMAS R. TALLOWIST, County Cleik * FBl (2535999
: Clerk *
S * ¢ $36 468160
By: @«éﬁ“‘ * 5
. *

Beputy Clerk
)

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
(RCW 9.94A.110, .120)

Js
FPage 9 of 5[




L0

'\ | \
FILET

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF TEE STATE OF WASHIN o
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKANE ,pp ) 9 1871

STATE OF WASHINGTON ) oS RLFALE

) NO. 90-1-00691-4 AR K
Plaintiff, )
} PA%# 90-9-78655-0
V. ) RPT# 02-90-28808;:28029;28802;27324~0

) CT I: RCW 9A.56.030{(1)(a)COAT-F

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, } (9A.28.020(1)) (#75002)

WM 010648 ) CT II: RCW SA.56.040{(1)(a)Co-F
) (875017)
) CT III: RCW 9A.56.030(1)({a)CO-F
) ($75001)
) CT IV: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)DE-F
) (£75005)
) STATEMENT OF DETENDANT CN
)

Defendant(s) PLEA OF GUILTY TO A FELONY
I. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT
1.1 My true name is: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS

I am also known as

1.2 My age is &1 . Date of birth ,Z~9%
1.3 I went through the {3+ grade in schoal.
1.4 T have been informed andg fully understand that I have the right

to representation by a lawyer and that if T cannot afford to
pay for a lawyer, cne will be provided at no expense to me.

My lawyer's name is Howard M. Neill.

1.5 I have been pravided a copy of the Informatien and am informed
and fully understand that I am charged with the. crime{s) of: €=
Eﬂ%ﬁmﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁm mmaﬁm,
CT III-1vV: FIRST DEGREE THEFT, and the elemants of the

crimes are:

the maximum sentence(s) ror wnich (is) (are): YA, FPrIE .
%, CT III-IV: 10 years and/or & 20, 000,80 fine. In
addition, I understand that I may have <o pay restitution for
aerime(s} to which I enter a guillty plea and f£or any other
uncharged crime(s) for which I have agreed to pay restitution.
The standard sentence range for the crime{s) is at least

o MoNTHS and not more than _ /2 MONTHE | hased upon
my criminal history which I understzang the Prosecuting Attorney
£ays to be:

1.6+ I have been informed and fully understand that:
~ (&} I have the right ta a speedy and public trial by an
. impartial jury in the county where the crime is alleged to
- have been committed.

(b} I have the right to remain silesnt before and during trial,

and I need not testify.
{c) I have the right at trial tg hear and guestion witnesses

who testify acgainst me.
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(d) 1 have the right at trial to have witnesses testify for
me. These witnesses can be made to dppedr at no expense
to me.

(e) I am presumed innocent until the charge is proven beyvcnd
a reasonable doubt, or I enter a plea of guilty.

(£} I have the right to appeal certain pretrial court
decisions and any determination of guilt after trial.

{g) IF I PLEAD GUILTY, I GIVE UP THESE RIGHTS IN STATEMENTS
l1.6(a) through (f).

1.7 I plead to the crime(s) of OB TLABrERRTED
FL PYEGEE PEE T e O SHAANDZ DECREE PHEET L CT IIT-IV:
FIRST DEGREE THEFT as charged in the {Substitute/Amendsd)

Information.
1.8 I make this plea freely and voluntarily.

1.9 No one has threatened harm of any king to me or to any other
person to cause me to make this plea.

1.10 No person has made promises of any kind to cause me to enter
this plea except as set forth in - this statement, .. .. .

1.11 T have been informed and fully understand,that~the‘Prcsecuting
Attorney will make the following recommendations to the court:
Lismiss _¢7s FYIL & MonNTHS TAIL L, COAICLRRENT
WITH_ GI-T-Fni50-3  AND w777/ ANY  FIME 'BETELAEE  MPOSEL
N FEDERM. CouRT

1.12 T have been informed and fully understand that the standard
sentencing range is based on the c¢rime charged and my criminal
history. Criminal histary includes prior convictions, whether
in this state, in federal court, or elsewhere, Criminal
history also includes convictions or guilty pleas at juvenile
court that are felonies and which were committed when I was 15
years of age or older. Juvenile convictions count only if I
was less than 23 years of age at the time I committed the
present offense. I fully understand that if criminal history
in addition to that listed in paragraph 1.5 is discovered, both
the standard sentence
range and the Prosecuting Attorney's recommendation may
increase. Even so, I fully understand that my plea of guilty
Lo this charge is binding upon me if accepted by the court and
I cannot change my mind if additicnal criminal history is
discoHvered and the standard scntence range and the prosecuting
Attorney's recommendation increases.

1.13 I have been informed and fully understand that the court dees
© net nave to follow anyone's recommendation as to sentence. I
have been fully informed and fully understand that the court
wust impose a sentence within the standard range unless the
court finds substantial and compelling reasocns not to do so.

If the court geoes ocutside the standard range, either I or the

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY TQ A FELONY STTDEG
(CrR 4.2{g) Page 2 of 4
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state can appeal that sentence. If the sentence is within the
standard sentence range, no one can appeal the court’'s
sentencing determination. I alsec understand that the court
must sentence to a mandatory minimum term, if any, as provided
in paragraph 1.14 and that the court may not vary or modify
that mandatory minimum term for any reason.

( ) I have been advised that the law requires that a prisan
term be imposed and does not permit any form of probation
for the crime(s) with which T am chargad.

{ } I have been advised that if I am sentence to prié&ﬁ;‘my
Sentence must be served consecutively tc my prior prison
sentence for a prior felony.

reguires that term of
/?A%upermit vy modific
(a)

I ha¥e been a

1.15 T have been advised that the sentences impasedwinmjmmgts
o N 13 will run (consecutively) concurrently)
unless the court finds substantisl and compelling FTeEEchs to
run the sentences (concurreatly) (consecutively).

1.16 I have been informed and fully understand that if I am on
probation or parole, a plea of guilty to the present charges
will be sufficient grounds for a Judge or the parcle board o
revoke my probation or parale.

1.17 I understand that if I am not a citizen of the United States,
a plea of guilty to an offense punishable as a crime under
State law is grounds for depertation, exclusicn from admission
to the United States, or denial of naturalization pursuant to
the iaws of the United States.

.18 The court has asked me to state briefly in my own words what I
 Gid that resulted in my being charged with the crimef(s) in the
Information. This 1is my statement: o Y £.co0 T ctrinsw
Gl ®) Brr, EREL INE  PeaenT THBcugs JFrerd ineh mvd e i e L3A
OX YA GG T ohifeida Lo LARAT YrRTES B L2 p EeloSry oL S P

{/ff EFC’?;’?Z'&J Foied 5";{5’/‘/?’!);«“ CET /12 AL

ot

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY TO A FELONY STTDFG
{rrm 4 A _ , .
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1.19 I have read or have had read to me all of the numbered sections
(1.1 through 1.18) above and have received a copy of "Statement
of Defendant on Plea of Guilty to a Felony." I have no further
questions to ask of the court.

Slfjgp IN OPEN\CQURT:
Date: ‘%z§é5774;/' “ L T
‘ ‘ ERRY EDWIN -
P\\ggfendagl Y,

II. JUDGE'S FINDINGS

The court finds that:

2.1 The foregoing statement was read by or to the defendant and
signed by the defendant in the presence of his/her lawyer and—
tha = e e dirdge , in apen court;

2.2 The defendant's plea of guilty was made knewingly,
intelligently and voluntarily.

2.3 The court has informed the defendant of the nature of Ehe
charge and the consequences of the plea;

2.4 There is a factual basis fort+he plea, and tha e defendant
is guilty as charged as “indicated by the defendant
section 1.7 above.

' ~¢ <§f/””fdﬂﬂfwrﬁ“¢f ‘
Date: fH -29 %Wﬂ N A SO

MARK A. LAIMINGER J Howard M. Neill

Deputy Prosecuting Attorne Defendant's Lawyver .

WA State Bar ID #: /4492 WA State Bar IDi#: 92564

'I am.fluent in the language, and I have

translated this entire document for the defendant from English into
that language. The,deieadant»has“ackncwledged.his/her"understanéing
of both the translation and the subject matter of this document. I
certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date:

Interpreter

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA& OF GQUILTY 10 A FELCNY STIDEG

{ormo 4 -~
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£
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGIQH., &%
’r"\, N B
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKANE gzcﬁ? é /19@0
STATE OF WASHINGTON, G,

INFORMATION

. 90100691 4

STEVEN J. NASH
- Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

Plaintiff,

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS

WM 010648

PA# 90-9-78655-0

RPTH# 02-90-28808: 28079 28802;
27324-0

vwvwvvvvvvywvvvvvuvv

CT I: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)COAT-F

{9A.28.020(1)) (#75002)
Defendant(s) CT LI: RCW 9A.56.040(1)(a)Co-F

(#75017)

CT ITI: RCW 84.56.030(1){a)CO~F
(§75001)

CT IV: RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)Co~F
{87500

Comes now the Prosecuting Attorney in and for Spokane
County, Washington, and charges the defendant{(s) with the
following crime(s):

COUNT 1I: ATTEMPTED FIRST DEGREE THEFT, committed as follcocws:
That the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, in Spokane County,
Washington, on or about, between February 2, 1990 and February 13,
1990, with intent to commiti the crime of FIRST DEGREE THEFT as set
out in RCW 9A.56.030, committed an act which was a substantial
Step toward that crime,. by attempting to wrongfully obtain and
exert unauthorized econtrol over Property and services, lawful
currency of the United States, belonging to Spear's Furniture, of
a value exceeding $1,500, with intent to deprive Spear's
Furniture, of such property and services,

COUNT II: And the Prosecuting Attorney, as aforesaid, further
charges the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, with the crime of SECOND
DLGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the defendant, TERRY
EDWIN FRIIS, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about March 22,
1220, did wrongfully obtain and exert unauthorized control over
property and services, lawful currency oOf the United States, of a
value exceeding $250, belonging to Inland Audio Visual Co., with
intent te deprive Inland Audio Visual Co. of such property and
services,

INFORMATION - 1 DONALD C. BROCRETT
Spokane County Prosecuting Attorney
County-City Public Safety Building
spokane, Washington 99250
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COUNT IIZXI: And the Prosecuting Attorney, as aforesaid, further
charges the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, with the crime of FIRST
DEGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the defendant, TERRY
EDWIN FRIIS, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about April 16,
1990, <did obtain control over property and services, professicnal
air flight services, belonging to Executive Flight, Inc., of a
value exceeding $1,500, by color and aid of deception, by means of
falsely claiming to represent Tri-Star Pictures and obtaining a
performance, with intent to deprive Executive Flight, 1Inc., of
such property and services,

COUNT 1IV: And the Prosecuting Attorney, as aforesaid, further
charges the defendant, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, with the crime of FIRST
DEGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the defendant, TERRY
EDWIN FRIIS, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about April 19,
1990, did obtain control over property and services, lawful
currency of the United States, belonging to Larry Yates
Contracting, of a value exceeding $1,500, by color and aid of
deception, by means of falsely claiming to represent Tri-Star
Pictures and obtaining a performance, with intent to deprive Larry
Yates Contracting of such property and services,

Peputy Prosecuting Attorney

INFORMATION -~ 2




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF SPOKANE

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff(s)
vs,
CASE NO 90-1-00691-4
TERRY EDWIN FRIIS,
Detendant(s) CERT#FICATE OF CopPY
b THOMAS R. FALLQUIST o ccunty cierk and ex officlo Clerk
of the Superior Court of this county, certify that the attached Is a true and correct copy of:
Document
Number Date Filed Title
1 5/8/90 INFPORMATION
31 4/29/91 GERERYENG RTpREERYPANT ON PLEA OF

36 4/29/91 SJUDGMENT AND SE?\:TENCE

i the al:ove entltied action, as it now appears on file and of record in my office,

Dated: November 18, 1991 THOMAS R. FALLQUIST
' . Cler
By Q. /z{/f/ﬂﬁ /%5 WM
Deputy Clerk

{Seal)

CERTIFICATE OF COPY C1-10.0400-7/78-WPF




FILED
JUN?22 1989

il K FALLQUISY

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTERE o
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKANE

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
INFORMATION

v- 89100819 1

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
} DENNIS J. O'SHEA
) Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
TERRY EDWIN FRIIS )
WM 010648 )
) PA# 88-9-74906-0
) RPT# 01-88-28647-0
) RCW 9A.56.030(1)(a)DE~F (#75005)
)

Defendant(s)

Comes now the Prosecuting Attornevy in and for Spokane
County, Washington, and charges the defendant(s} with the
following crime(s):

FIRST DEGREE THEFT, committed as follows: That the defendant,
TERRY EDWIN FRLIS, in Spokane County, Washington, on or about
April 1, 1988, did obtain control over property and services, a
Yamaha Clavinova piano, belonging to Music City, Inc., of a value
exceeding $1,500, by color and aid of deception, by means of
paying for the piano by check without sufficient funds in his
account, with intent to deprive Music City, Inc., of such property
and services,

sk A Alonns

Deputy Prosecuting Attdrney

INFORMATICN DONALD C. BROCKETT
Spokane County Prosecuting Attorney
County-City Public Safety Building
Spokane, Washington 99260




(~ (Clerk's Daue( p)

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF SPOKANE FILED
STATE OF WASHINGTON, JUN -6 1991
Plaintiff () THOMAS & FALLOUST
CLERK
vs. CASE NO. g?‘/_oog/? “/
JTERRY E. RIS, PANO. 74906

Defendant(s} | oppER LISmiISSNG  CHASE

. BASIS

/0/9 ’n -LZ 7? moved the court for: o247 ﬂ/‘/f’/'

A r‘%m?%r?zj Bhe  above apr cace.

)’5 I. FINDING
After reviewing the case record to 2te, and the basis for the motion, the court finds that:

Gook cause CXSts > defendopnd  Loo /&/@/ Vaw“/fjf
3 0‘5/7/76’/’ 7@@'1*3{ CA&QJC?S .

1. ORDER
IT IS ORDERED that: ?,%(9 2bove  Cos@ A5 fc/&% %Swf_‘s:xaﬂ

Dated: é- | ~7/ w
Judge

' Prpqented by: Aeanaty

/%%ﬂ Q?D@AW

D.F.A. WS3BA # leYIy

ORDER AR A e




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF SPOKANE >

S5TATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff(s)
vs.
TERRY E. FRIIS, '
Defendant(s) GEF\‘T I Fi GATE OF COPY
I, THOMAS R. FALLQUIST ,A,county ciefk and ex officio Clerk

of the Superior Court of this county, certify that the attached is a true and oorrect copy of:

Document N
Number Date Fiied Tit!e _
1 6/22/89 INFORMATION =
3 6/6/91 ORDER DISMISSING CASE

in the abt;ave entitied action, as it now appears on fiie and Gf racor

Dated: November 18, 1991 " THOMAS R. FALLQUIST
Cle
B\ J@&m/ﬁ%@m
e Deputy Clerk
{Seal)

CERTIFICATE OF COPY C1-10.0400-7/78-WPF
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Phrector

STATE COF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING

Qfympia, WA G8504-5061
November 13, 1951

Spokane County Clerk
W. 1116 Broadway
Spokane, WA 99260

RE: Terry Edwin Friis
Your cause §s-oemwmme 891-008-191, 901-006-914, 911-001-503

Dear Clerk of the Court:

The Department of Licensing is conducting an investigation
regarding the arbove referenced individual. TInfor-ation containcd
in the above refsrenced files would facilitate th.s
investigation.

Please provide this office with certified copies of the followiuy
documents from these files:

1. Information (summcns & Complaint)
2. Plea agreement
3. Judgement and Order

Tneoluded with this request letter is an "invoice voucher” which
must be completed by vour office in order to recelive payment for
this service. 3all three copies must be returned to this office.

If vou have any gquestions or comments, please do not hesituite 12
contact me at {206) 586~8209., Thank you for your cooperation.

Ra@p_ tfu ;

W1111am Dean, Investigator
Investigation/Legal/audit
Profagsional Licensing Service
P.O. Box 2445

Olvmpia, WA 98507~2445




MEMO TO ¥ L L E

LATE: 11/04/91
FROM: William Dean
CASE NO.: 890-07-0701AR

RE: Telephone interview of U.S. Probation Officer
Gonzolo Martinez by Investigator Dean.

During this telephone interview I asked Mr. Martinez the current
status on Terry Edwin Friis, their f£file #CR~-88-030-1. Mr.
Martinez related Terry Friis had appeared before a U.3. Judge in
May of 1991 for a probation revocation hearing. At that time Mr.
Friis's prokation was revoked, he was sentenced to one-hundred
and twenty two davs and received credit for one-hundred-twenty
two days served.

According to Martinez, this revocation hearing was a result of
City of Spokane proceedings against Mr. Friis for various theft

charges.

Mr. Friis is no longer on probation with the U.S5. Courts and his
status has been such since May of 1991.

Mr. Martinez could offer no other information regarding the City
of Spokane's actlon against Terry Friis.




DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING
Professional Licensing Services

DATE; November 1, 1991
TO: William Dean, PLS Investigator

FROM: Jim Hanson, Program AdministratoﬁWW

Architects and Landscape Architects
753-6967

SUBJECT: Investigation #90-07-0701AR; FFRIIS, Terry Edwin

Exhibit 3, Memo to File, telephone interview with Det Doug Scott, reveals that
FRIIS was awaiting trial on "theft by deception” charges, case numbers 90-27324,
90-28029, 90-28802, and 90-28808. Request information on the disposition of
these charges.

Request information on the status of suspended sentence for the US District Court
conviction at Exhibit 6, case number CR-88-030-1. Was the probation set aside,
was the suspended sentence invoked?
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July 17, 19990

Jameg D. Hanson, Executive Secretary

Washington State Board of Regislration for architects
Department of Licensing

F. 0. Box 9012

Clympia, WA 98504

Dear Jim:

Timothy Rundquist, President of Spokane Chapter AIA, asked that
I send you the enclosed article regarding Terry Edwin Friis, a
licensed architect in the state of Washington, #2825. As a
follow-up to this, our office received a telephone call late in
May from a woman who identified herself as a police woman. GShe
was asking for information regarding the architectural regis-
tration of Illelene Friis, wife of Terry Friis. Our response was
that, to the best of our information, Helene Friis is not a
licensed architect in this state but that the final word rests
with vour office since we frequently do not knnw of those who
are recently licnesed. The police woman volunteered during
that phone call that Terry Friis wasg in jail at that time. We
have seen no further newspaper articles on this subject.

President Rundquist emphasized that he is in no way undertaking
a "witch hunt" in this matter. He is simply interested in pre~
serving the integrity of the Washington State Licensing Law and
the architectural profession.

Since Mr. Priis is in our chapter area, we would be mosi iluler-
ested in the findings of vour investigator.

uingénely,

—
Vel reaczer, WK utive Secretary

Spokané'Chapter AT

Enclosure: copy of April 26, 1990, news article




MEMO TC F ILE

DATE: 08/03/90
TIME: 1:30PM
CASE NO.: 90-07-0701AR

RE: Telephone interview of Mr. Gonzolo Martinez of the
U.S. Probation Office in Spokane by Investigator Dean.

During this telephone interview, I related to Mr. Martinez that I
had been in contact with Detective Doug Scott of the Spokane
Police Department who referred me to the U.S. Probation Office.
Mr. Martinez related that Mr. Terry Edwin Friis was currently on
probation with the U.S. Probation Office for the Federal Crime of
"Making a false statement on a lcan application". Mr. Martinesz
further related that this probation resulted from a 1988
conviction in Federal District Court (Spokane). Mr. Martinez
provided the case % as CR-88-030-1 and referred me to the U.S.
District Court Clerk's office for documents.
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Arrest seen as capper to trio of con jobs

Spokane Valley man was arrest-

ed at the Opportunity Post
Office last Thursday in connection
with an apparent aftempt to con a
Spokane contractor out of $5,000.

Terry Edwin Frils, 42, of E11923
21t was charged with first-degree
theft by deception after Spokane po-
lice officers watched him remove the
money {rom a post office box, a police
report said.

He also was charged with second-
degree theft by deception in connec-
tion with the fraud of a Spekane re-
tafer. And  police detectives are
imestigating Frils in connection with a
third fraud, of 2 Wenatchee airline,

Police would not identily the con-
tractor or any of the other businesses.

Spokane  Police Detective Doug
Sentt said the post, office box was
identified as the drop site for the mon-
ey by a man who identified himself as
Pan! Thomas, Thomas was suppesed
to be a representative of Diversified
bvastmients Imernational, which Seott
said 15 a [ictitious subsidiary of a real
California film company.

“He was using the name of a leziti-
mate film company under the pretense
that they would be doing some fifming
in the Spokane area and would need 10
have some sets conmstructed,” said
Scott.

According to Seott, the caller said
he would assure that the contractor
would be rwarded any contracts for
set construction if the contractor pro-
vided $5000 for a bond. The money
would be refunded after the work was
completed, the caller said. But after

several phone conversations, the con--
“tractor became suspicious because

Police/fire

Thomas wouldn't leave 2 mwoun num-
ve.. Scott said.

A phone call to the film company -
confirmed that they didn’t krow

(Thomas),” Scott said.

After police were contacted, the
contractor agreed to the caller’s stipy-
lations. Police then put the money in
the box and arrested Friis when rn
showed up to claim it. :

The second-degree theft nmmz.mn was’
made in connection with the defrand--

ing of a Spokane retail outlet that was”

contacted earlier this month by a man
whe identified himself 2s Pau! Davi
from Diversifizd Investments Interna-
tional, szid police Sgt. Earl Ennis,

The caller wld the retailer he was
looking for a particular style of confer-
ence table tha: *he retailer didn't car-
ry, Ennis said. In the cays that fol-
lowed, Davis called the retatler several
times, stating he had found a table he
liked at a wholesale outlet. “He was
trying to comvince them to buy it so
that they could buy it from him”
Ennis said.

On April 13, the retailer agreed to
purthase the <able wholesale and an
empioyee was sent to the shipping
door al an address specified by Davis.
The employee paid $1,100 for a box
supposcdly containing the table. -

“When they got it back (to the re-
tail outlet) and opened it up, it was
mn_um:w Jjust mg.mﬁ pieces c_. wood in-
side.”” Ennis said. -

The building was later moEa to va

vacant. i
..w

5 Ployee, usually a young cne, that the,

T.E. Jamison, 1n employee of a Cali-
fornia film company, flew from Spo-
kane 10 Bermuda Dunes, Calif,, ina
jet chartered from a Wenatchee air-
line.

The film company mmmﬁ refused to
pay the bill, saying it had no employze
named Jamison in Spokane and had
not requested the fight.

“The caller who made the plane res-
ervations identified himsell as Paul ™
Thomas and said he was one of Jami-
son's colteagues, Scott said,

BUY EXTINGUISHER, GET BURNED:
Two men posing as Veterans of For-
eign Wars members sold a fire extin-
guisher to a Spokane Valley gasoline
station for 340 on Aprii 16, falscly
claiming the proceeds would beneit
the crganization, according to sherifl’s

Lt Dick Lovejoy. The two pulled the
same scam on several other Spokane-
stations early in the week, according
to Lovejoy.

" called the Veterans of Foreign
Wars and they told me it was a
scam,” said John Scheele, manages of
the Exxon station at N2404 Argonne,

The same extinguisher sellers have
tricked station operators in Renton
and Bellevue, said Jim King, VI'W
juniur vice commander. And the scam
has #1so worked in California and Or-
egon, King said.

King explained the method of oper-
ation: i

Fizst, the con men went to gasoline
stations after daytime working hours,
whet a manager or owner was Bo
. longer there. They woutd mention the
owner by name angd claim to an em-

.

In exchange for the extinguisher,
the sellers would give the attendant a
“certificate of appreciation™ stamped
with the scal of what was supposed to
be the sponisoring organization.

Once it became aware of what was
going on, Spokane VFW neople con-
tacted the Better Business Bureau in
Spokane and veterans offices in Idaho
and Montana.

The con men apparently run a fly
by-night operation, King said. King
received a calied frem Yakima author-
ities the same day the Vslley Exxon
employee vcwnw&& the oéqw:o& ex-
tinguisher,”~ ™

TRAILERS BURN: One travel trailer
was destroyed and two others dam-
aged in a fire late Monday on Eag
Sprague, Spokarne firefighters said.

Cause of the 10 p.m. fire at E4022
Sprague remains under investigation.
The door of one trailer was open when
firefighters arrived. No injuries wers
reporied,

A fire dispatcher said the trailers
were located on property managed by
Johnsen Tratler Sales.

OWNER SAVESHOME: A north Spo-
kane County resident who reported
fire at hus home April.18 managed to

douse the blaze hefore mn.:mw_ﬁm Af-

rived,

The roof of the hiouse at E29629°

Elk-Chattagoy Road’caught fire abour
230 p Adler feporting the biaze,

the hemeowner <limbed on top of bis -

home and used a garden hose 1o extin-
guish the small fire. 7 ’

No injuriss . were.
dispatcher said: -The fire was stil]

¥ b

In the third fraud 3:8 are :Eﬂmw" boss had purchased a $40 extinguisher* smoldering, but the hose was. f%&

gating, a man aasc?zm himself as’

10 be paid for upon delivery, he said.*®~

when the firefighters got there, <

reported, &

Hesspamin
ﬁ:c_ﬁ\m?
Al b




MEMO TO FILE

DATE: 08/03/90
TIME: 10:00AM
CASE NO.: 90-07-0701AR

RE: Telephone interview of Detective Doug Scott of the
City of Spokane Police Department by Investigator Dean.

During this telephone interview Detective Doug Scott related that
he was the investigating ocfficer involved in the Terry Friis
case. Mr. Scott related that Mr. Friis was currently awaiting
trial for indictments in Spokane of "theft by deception”. Det.
Scott further indicated that case numbers related to the Friis
investigation were 90-27324, 90-28029, 90-28802 and 90-28808.
Additionaly, Det. Scott indicated that his file showed Mr. Friis
had been convicted in Federal Court in 1988 of Feleony Theft--
Falsifying a loan application. According to Mr. Scott's file,
Mr. Friis was still on probation for this Federal conviction, and
that I could obtain additional information by contacting Mr. Al
Solinsky of the U.S. Probation Office at (509) 353-2382.

End of interview.




AMARY FAULK
Director

STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING

3112 wvenue SE.PBUL e Olympia Washinglon 9850440001 e (206) 73048

Aaugust 03, 19%0

Mr. Bruce Anderson

U.S. District Court Clerk
P.O. Box 1493

Spokane, Wa 99210

5

Your file $CR-88-030-1, TERRY EIDWIN FRIIS

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation earltier today, T am
sending this request for certified copies of the following
documents regarding the above referenced file.

1. One page Indictment.
2. Three page Judgement.
Once again, thank you for your help and cooperation in this

matter. If there’s anything I can help you with please don't
hesitate to call.

Respeqtful v,

William Dean

Investigation, Legal and Audits
P.0. Pox 2445

Olyupia, wa 98507-8023
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B8 1 1988

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )CR” 8 8 O 3 O S

INDICTMENT
Plaintiff,
Vio: 18 U.8.C. 1014
False Statement on Loan
Application (Count 1}

VS,

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS,

P N A

Defendant.

The Grand Jury charges:

That on or about May 28, 1985, at Spokane, in the Eastern
District ©of Washington, TERRY EDWIN FRIIS, did knowingly,
willfully and unlawfully make a false statement, report or did
overvalue real property for the purpose of obtaining a loan from
Seattle First National Bank, the deposits of which were insured by
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, all in violation of 18
J.5.C. 1014.

DATED this EA  day of February, 1988.

A TRUE BILL

_ML...‘BW

Foreman

JOHN E. LAMP

/

{/%4é4 // f a@Q56¢

MES R. SHIVELY

_ A551stant United States/Attorney
J

INDICTMENT - 1 CRIND;FRIIS/IL




AD? T8 (3/F3) Sheet 1 - Jng;mcn: inch., Sentence Unager the Seatencing Reform Act e sy e

Hnﬁzh States Bistrict Qqurt\;

FASTERN District of __ WASHINGTON

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA JUDGMENT INCLUDING SENTENCE
v, N DERXFHE SERTENTINGRERS RIK A F

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS Case Number CR-88-030-1

(Name of Defendant) _Ropert Henderson ==
Defendant’s Attorney

THE DEFENDANT:

& pleaded guiity to count(s} ... Count 1 . .
L2 was found guilty on count(s) . e after a
plea of not guilty,

Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count(s), which involve the following offenses:

Jitle & Section Nature of Offense Count Numker(s)
18 UsSC 1014 False Statement on Loan Application 1

The defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 3. _. of this Judgment. TRECXEHIENEETE
IMIOSR YRS XX MR R B NI K 3 SRS P AN K K 08y

C The defendant has been found not guilty on count(s) ,
and is discharged as to such count(s).

Count(s) e ... ... {isXare) dismissed on the motion of the
United States.

The mandatory special assessment is included in the portion of this Judgment that imposes a fine.
[t is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ . .,
which shall be due immediately.

(]

1]

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of residence or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs and spec:a!
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid. ) i

Defendant's Soc¢. Sec. Number:

Maw 12, 1989 7
,} Datgrof )mpos%?io}) of Sentence P
Defendant's mailing address: g S St
Y . (éf—- i ‘—"’:;L/ Mf/ﬁ/"
,,,,,, e / ‘Signature-6¥Judicial Officdr ~

/ . -
Robert J. McNichols, U,S. Dist. Judge
i Name & Title ot Jugicial Officer
Defendant's residence address:

= - '/\
May, > & 21089 R

Date /‘jx
"0




AOQ 2455 {3/88) Sheet 4 - Probation

&

Judgment—Page 3 of .3

Defendant: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS
Case Number: CcrR-~-88-~030~1

PRODBATION

The defendant is hereby placed on probation for a term ot 5 years

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another Federal, state, or local crime and shall comply
with the standard conditions that have been adoptad by this court (set forth on the following page). If this
Judgment imposes a fine or a restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of probation that the defendant
pay any such fine or restitution. The defendant shalt compty with the following additional conditions:

The defendant shall serve 4 weekends in a jail facility, to be served as
directed by the Probation Office.

The defendant shall serve 200 hours of community service at time and manner
as directed by the Probation CIfice.

The defendant shall submit bi-monthly reports to +he Probation Office
advising them of his activity and whereabouts




AQD 245 S [3/8R) Sheet 2 - Imprisonment

Defendant: TERRY EDWIN FRIIS Judgment—Page 2 of X 3
Case Number; CR-88-030-1

IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of __Imposition of Sentence Suspended i

7 The Court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons:

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.
The defendant shall surrender to the United States Marshal for this district,

0o

a.m.,
(1 at___..._pm.on

O as notified by the Marshal.

(1 The defendant shall surrender for service of sentence at the institution designated by the Bureau of Prisons

[0 before 2 p.m. on

7 as rotified by the United States Marshal.
1 as notified by the Probation Office.

RETURN

| have executad this Judgment as foliows:

to at

Defendant delivered on :
_with a certified copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshai

By —

Deputy Marshal




STATE OF IDAHO

BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza

1109 Main St., Suite 220
Boise, Idaho 83702-5642
(208) 334-3233
FAX (208) 334-3945

April &, 1995

Joyce J. McCown

Division III Court of Appeals
C/0 P. ©. Box 2159

Spokane, WA 99210

Re: Terry E. Friis
Spokane County Cause No. 93-1-01765~-1
Appeals Case No. 14446-1-~111I

Dear Ms. McoCown:

Enclosed at the request of Terry E. Friis, is a copy of the Consent
Order entered into by the parties in connection with a proposed
disciplinary action to be filed before the Idaho State Board of
Architect Examiners.

A duplicate of this letter and the attachment are being mailed to
Mr. Friis as per his request.

If you have any questions in this regard, plcase don't hesitate to
call.

Sincerely,

Kay C. Manweiler
Deputy Attorney General

kem

enclosure
cc: Terry E. Friis w/enclosure

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Office of the Attorney General
State of Idaho

State Capital

Boise, Idaho 83707

Re: Revocation of Architectural License
Terry E. Friis

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to the akove referenced matter, please forward
all pertinent documents and records from the Department
of Occupational Licenses-Architectural Division, con-
cerning the revocation of my license to practice archi-
tecture in the State of ITdaho, to the Division TII Court
of Appeals, ¢/0o P.0. Box 2159, Spokane, WA 99210, attn:
Joyce J. MeCown, re: Spokane County Cause lo. 93-1~01765~
1 and Appeal Case !No. 14446-1-III, Please forward a
courtesy copy of the same documentation to Terry E. Friis,
#970130, ofo P.0. Box ¢, Medical Lake, WA, 96022. This
information is material to an on-going appeal proceeding
in my behalf, and must be provided poste haste, in order
to preserve my constitutional rights.

Your assistance and expeditious response will be of
substantial bhehefit if~this issue, and I look forward to
ﬂyeur tlmexy“%ggxy._. Nx\ : : :

%1ncerely, J

R E L _.f”{ g

e et

neyr, Pro Se

: 2
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOKAMNE

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,

V. Ho. 93-1-01765-1

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS,

SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMITTAL TO
Defendant.

PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION
IDENTIFIED AS ATTACHMENT E

Mt Boaee? e Mt o Nt St S

Terry Edwin Friis, Defendant, herehy submits Attachment E,
in support of the Personal Restraint Petition dated March 21, 1995,

STATE OF WASHINGTON )

)
County of Spokane ) 88,

I, Terry Edwin Friis, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes
and states for the raeacord:

1. I am the Defendant herein and my date of birth is January 6,
1948,

2. T was sentenced in the above referenced Spokane County
Cause on lUovember 7, 1995,

3. I filed a MNotice of Appeal in the above referenced Spokane
County Cause on November 7, 1995,

4. I submitted a Personal Restraint Petition to the Division
ITI Court of Appeals, State of Waghinton, on March 21, 1995 and
forwarded said PRP via first class, certified mail, return receipt
requested, on March 21, 1995,

5. My professional licenses to practice Architecture were
revoked in accordance with applicable civil administrative codes
for the State of Washington and the State of Idaho, as described
and supported by the documents which are enclosed and identified
as Attachment E, Personal Restraint Petition, Terry Edwin Friis,
and are to be considered a formal, integral part to said Personal

Restraint Ped&ition
of C}GﬁZztdﬁi/ ; 1895,

WASHINGTON, resi
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THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY JURISDICTION

State of Idaho
Board of Architectural Examiners,
' Plaintiff, Practice as an Architect

g AR-01-93-012

)
)

V. % Case Np. CUDLCX‘D’C}b‘ﬁogE.)

)
)
)
)

Revocation of License to

Terry Edwin Friis, PETITION FOR REVIEW

Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner.

Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defenéant/Petitioner, Pro Se,
hereby moves the Court to grant this Petition for Review, in the
above named civil administrative agency cause.

I, Terry Edwin Friis, hereby state for the record the follow-
ing facts: 7
1. I am the-Licensee/DefeudanLfPetitiOner, Pro Se in Case
No. AR-01-93-012.
My date of birth is January 6, 1948,
My Idaho Architect's License is No. AR~868,
My state of residence is Washington.

Vo Wwopo

My current mailing address is in care of the Coyote
Ridge Corrections Center, P.0. Box 769, Camas D8, Connelil,
Washington, 99326-0769.

6. I was the defendant in Federal Eastern District Cause No.
CR—-88~030-5, and successfully completed all requirements
of the judgment and sentence, prior to revocation of ny
Idahe Architects License No. AR-868.

7. I was the defendant in Spokane Counfy Superior Court

Cause No.'s 90-1-00691-4 znd 91-1-00150-3, and suc-

cessfully completed all requirements of the Judgment and

sentence, in both causes, prior to revocation of my

Idaho Architects License No. AR-868.

PETITION FOR REVIEW #
PG - 1




10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

PETITION FOR REVIEW

PG - 2

The Idaho State Board of Architects revoked my license

to practice as an Architect on May 9, 1994, through the
adoption and issuance of Consent Order, Case No. AR-01-
93-012.

On August 21, 1995, I submitted a formal reguest for
reinstatement of my license to practice as an Architect

to the State of Tdaho Board of Archtectural Examiners.

The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners acknowledged
receipt of my formal request for reinstatement, trhrough
the Office of the Attorney General for the State of Idaho,
on August 30, 1995, advising that the Board would review
my request during the regular session on Sept. 8, 1995.
The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners issued a for-
mal letter denying my request for reinstatement, on or
about September 2, 1995, on the basis that I had volun-
tarily entered iuto the Consent Order issued on May 9,
1994, as a part of a negotiated settlement of a disciplin-
ary matter. It should be noted that I do not have a cupy
of this letter, as it was forwarded to my home address in
Spokane, Washington, rather than to my current mailing
address.

On October 30, 1995, I submitted a formal request for
reconsideraticon of reinstatement of my Idaho Architects
License No. AR-868 to the Board of Architectural Examiners
for the State of Idaho.

The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners issued a final
Order wu Petition for Reconsideration, Case No. AR-Q01-93-
012, on November 8, 1995, denying my request for reinstate-
ment, and noting this decision to be a final agency action.
Pursuant to Idaho Code §67~5270 through §67-5279, I am
formally requesting this final decigion of the Idaho

Board of Archtectural Examiners be reviewed by the Fourth
Judicial District Court, in and for the State of Idaho,
Ada County jurisdiction.




15. Pursuant to Idaho Code §67-5271, all adminstrative
remedies have been exhausted in this Case No. AR-01-93-
012.

16. The Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners, by and
through the civil administrative agency action revoking
my license to practice as an Architect, in Case No. AR-
01-93-012, has violated my comstituticnal right to pro-
tection against multiple punishments for the same offense,
as provided for in the 5th Amendment of the United States
Constitution.

17. The attached Memorandum in Support of this Petition for
Review setsforth the basis in law for the requested relief,
and clearly establishes the grounds for reinstatement of
my Idaho Architects License No. AR-868.

DALTED this day of DecemBegr, 10895,

- b -
e
rry Eégggr {ii%ijﬁfﬁﬁﬁgg;/Defendant/?etitioner, Pro Se

PETITION FOR REVIEW
PG - 3
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THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY JURISDICTION

State of Idaho
Board of Architectural Examiners,
Plaintiff,

AR-01-93-012

Revocation of License to
Practice as an Architect
Case No. (VAT OLATD

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF '
PETITYON FOR REVIEW

V.

Terry Edwin Friis,

Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner.

N St st M Sl Sl N Skl S et

I. INTRODUCTION

This matter comes before the Court in accordance with the
provisions of Idaho Code §67-5270 through §67-5279, which pro-
vides for judicial review of the agency action in Case No. AR-(Q1-
93-012, wherein the Idaho State Board of Architectural Examiners
issued a final order denying the reinstatement of Terry Edwin
Friis' license to practice as an Architect No.AR-868, which was
originally revoked by Censent Order on May 9, 1994,

The Court is hereby formally requested to grant Mr. Friis'
Petition for Review of the Final Order on Petition for Reconsider-
ation of Reinstatement of Licensure, and the agency actions of
the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners in Case No. AR-01~93~
012.

The basis for review is supported and provided for by Idaho
law, as stated hereinabove, and is further predicated upon the
violation of Mr. Friis' 5th Amendment constitutional protection
against the imposition of multiple punishments for the same of-
fense, which comstitutes double jeopardy.

IX. STATEMENT OF FACTS

I was the defendant in Federal Fastern Nistrict Court Cause

No. CR-88-030-5, and successfully completed all requirements of

MEMORANDUM PG - 1




the judgment and sentence, prior to the revocation of my Idaho

Architects License No. AR-868.

I was the defendant in Spokane County Superior Court Cause
No.'s 90-1-00691-4 and 91—1~00150~3, and successfully completed
all requirements of the judgment and sentence, prior to the revo-
cation of my Idaho Architects License No. AR-868.

The Idaho State Board of Architects revoked my license to
practice as an Architect on May 9, 1994, through the adoption
and issuance of Consent Order, Case No. AR-01~93-012, signed
by the Chairman of the Board on the same date. As the respon-
dent, I signed this order on May 16, 1994. Voluntary partici-
pation in this action waived my right to have a complete and full
hearing, however, it did not preclude my constitutional protec—

tion against double jeopardy.

On August 21, 1995, Mr. Friis submitted a Formal Request
for Reinstatement of his Architects License No. AR-868 to the

Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners.

On August 30, 1995 the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners
issued formal acknowledgement of Mr. Friis request for reinstate-
ment, by and through the Office of the Idaho Attorney General,
advising that the Board would review said request during the Sep-
tember 8, 1995 regular session.

On or about September 2, 1995, the Idaho Board of Architec—
tural Examiners issued a formal letter denying Mr. Friis' initial
request for reinstalement of Architects License No. AR-868, indi-
cating that Mr. Friis had voluntarily entered into Consent Order.
Case No. AR-01-93-012, dated May 9, 1994, as a part of a nego-
tiated settlement of a disciplinary matter, and insodoing, had

given up any right to consideration for reinstatement, until the

MEMORANDPUM PG ~ 2




seven (7) year term of revocation had expired. Mr. Friis does not
have a copy of this letter, in that it was forwarded to his home
address, in Spokane, Washington, rather than his current mailing

address.

On Qctober 30, 1895, Mr. Friis submitted a Formal Reguest for
Reconsideration of Reinstatement of Tdaho Architects License No.
AR-868, to the Idaho Board’of Architectural Examiners for further
review, based upon the merits of the double jeopardy arguments,
barring multiple punishments for the same offense, as presented

therein.

On November 8, 1995, the Idaho Board of Architectural Exam-—
iners issued a Final Order on Petition for Reconsideration, deny-
ing Mr. Friis' request for reinstatement of Idaho Architects
License No. AR-868.

On Novemeber 20, 1995, Mr. Friis submitted a Notice of Intent
to Appeal the final agency decision of Idaho Board of Archtectural
Examiners in Case No. AR-01-93-012 to the Idaho Attorney General,
and feormally reguested information outlining procedures necessary

to seek judicial review of the Board's final action in this matter.

On November 27, 1995, the Idaho Attorney General forwarded
the information outling procedures associated with the judicial
review of the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners final agency
action to Mr. Friis, including photocopies of the Idaho Code §67-
5270 through §67-5279.

On December 6, 1995, Mr. Friis submitted formal pleadings to
the Fourth Judicial District Court, Ada County, Boise, Idaho, in-
cluding Motion & Urder to Proceed In Forma Pauperis, Petition for

Review and Memorandum in Support of the Petition for Review.

MEMORANDUM PG - 3




On December 7, 1995, Ms. Molly Reed, Deputy Clerk of the
District Court for Ada County, returned Mr. Friisg' pleadings
because they were not prepared in accordance with the legal
format outlined in Rule 10 (a)(1), pursuant to filing proce-
dures prescribed by the Clerk of the Fourth District Court,
Mr. J. David Navarro.

On December 11, 1995, Mr. Friis received the formal
pleadings with an attached cover letter, together with a copy
of Rule 10 (a)(1) check list for use in reformating the orig-
inal pleadings, and instructions pretaining to resubmittal of
the pleadings.

I1¥. DISCUSSION

The double jeapafdy clause of the 5th Amendment of the
USCA protects against three (3) distinct abuses: a second pro-
secution for the same offense after acquittal; a second pro-
secution for the same offense after conviction; and multiple
punishments for the same offense. United States v. Halpler,
490 U.S8. 435, 440 (1989). The lasct of these protections, the
one at here, implicates the core of the double jeopardy clause,

for the prohibition against multiple punishments is a principle
deeply ingrained in the Anglo-American system of jurisprudence,
and, in fact, traces its' roots far into Greek and Roman times.
See United States v. $405,089.23 U.S. Currency, No. 93-55847,
slip op., __F3d , 1994 WL 476736 at *1,%2,%3, (9th Cir. Sept.
6, 1994); See also Halper, 490 U.S. at 440 citing Ex Parte Lange,
18 Wall 163, 168 (1874). The prohibition against multiple pun-

ishments, lhowever, 1s only triggered where the government seeks

to impose the punishments in seperate proceedings. Halper, 490
U.5. at 450. '

The month of September, 1994 saw several different cases
that radically changed the state of forfeiture law and the con-

MEMORANDUM PG - 4




cept of "punigshment” within the Ninth Circuit. See United
States v. One 1978 Piper Cherokee Aircraft, No. 92-153330, sli§
op., __F.3d__, 1994 WL528447 (9th Cir. Sept. 30, 1994); United
States v. $405,089.23 U.S. Currency, No. 93-55947, slip op.,
F.3d__, 1994 WL 476736 (9th Cir. Sept. 6, 1994): Quinones-Ruiz
v. United States, No. 94-0050-IEG (BTM), slip op., _ F. Supp.
1994 WL 531313 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 23, 1994); United States v.
McCaslin, No. CR-30-165WD, slip op., _ F. Supp. _ , 1994 WL
494764 (W.D. Wash. Sept. 6, 1994). The 9th Circuit Court's
recent position, however, was foreshadowed by the Suprcme Court's
decisions in United States v. Halper, 490 U.S. 435 (1989) and
United States v. Austin, _ U.S. _, 113 S. Ct. 2801 (1993). Tn
Halper, the Supreme Court held that, under the double jeopardy

clause, a defendant who has alredy been punished in a criminal
prosecution may not be subjected to an. additional civil sanction
to the extent that the second sanction cannot be fairly be char-
acterized as remedial, but only as a deterrent or retribution.

Id at 448-49. The Supreme Court extended the rationale of Halper

tu a.civil forfeiture action brought under 21 U.S$.C. §881 (a)(7)
in United States v. Austin, 113 S. Ct. 2801, 125 I,. Ed. 2d 448

(1993) the Supreme Court considercd the general question of whelher

the excessive fines clause of the 8th Amendment applied to "in
rem" forfeitures of property (of) under 21 U.S.C. §881 (a)(7)
and (a)(4). Id. at 2803. As a part of this question, the Court

also addressed the specific sub-issue of whether civil "in rem"
forfeiture action could be considered punishment. Id. at 2810,

The 9th Circuit affirmed the proposition that civil "in rem”
forfeiture action constitutes punishment for purposes of double
jeopardy. See $405,089.23 U.8. Currency, slip op., 1994 WL
476736 at 1.,

In the facc of Austin, Halper, and $405,089.23 U.S. Currency,
the Fourth Judicial District Court for the State of Idaho should,

Just as the U.S. Supreme Court has, and most recently as the ¥.8.

Eastern District Court has, in written opinion for U.S. v. Oakes,

(Oect. 21, 1994), have no choice but to conclude that civil for-

MEMORANDUM PG - 5




feiture constitutes punishment. Implicit in this conclusion must
be the finding that the civil forfeiture of Mr. Friis' personal
property, in the form of his professional license to practice as
an Architect in the State of Idaho, in addition to his criminal
prosecution and subsequent sentencing in the before-noted causes
referenced in Section II, violated Mr. Friis' 5th Amendment pro-

tection against multiple punishments for the same offense.
IV. CORCLUSION

The revaocation of Mr. Friis' license to practice as an
Architect in the State of Idaho was a seperate, civil agency
action brought about as a result of the prior criminal convic-
tions in the noted cases referenced in Section II. This action
constitutes a deterrent, retributive punishment and clearly vio-
lates Mr. Friis' constitutional protection against multiple pun-

ishments for the same offense.

Upon review of the compelling facte and issues in this mat-
ter, substantial basis in cited, controlling case law exists to
support this request that the action of the Idaho Board of Arch-
itectural Examiners be set aside, in whole, and remanded for
reinstatement of Mr. Friis’ Idaho Architects License No. AR-868,
in accordance with the previous Petitions for Reinstatement,

- presented to the Board by Mr. Friis, as noted hereinbefore.

In accordance with Idaho Code §67-~5270 through §67-5279,
the Court must [ind Lthat the agency's findings, inferences, con-
clusions, and decisions are in vioclation of the United States
Constitution, under the 5th Amendment, which bares doublce jcopardy.
Therefore, the final Order of the the Idaho Board of Archtectural
Examiners, denving reinstatement of Mr. Friis' Idaho Architects
License No. AR-868, must be set aside, and any further delay in

obtaining a prompt determination of the issues would be detrimen-

MEMORANDUM PG ~ 6




tal to Mr. Friis, as well as the public interest. Further-
more, the constitutional arguments concerning multiple pun-
ishments for the same ocffense, will have significant preceden-
tial value, as the actions of the Idaho Board of Architectural
Examiners, coupled with those of the Idaho Attorney General's
office, exceed the limits of their constitutional authority, and
violate Mr. Friis' protection from the imposition of multiple
pﬁnishments for the same offense, which constitutes double jeo-

pardy.

Therefore, there is both basis and cause for the Fourth-
Judicial District Court for the State of Idaho to enter a favor-—
able finding in support cof the attached Petition for Review, and

grant the relief sought by Mr. Friis.

e
/7'DATED th;;“:;;;%si;;y of Dece
Ij') [/ ) '
@Aﬁ P P ;ré
\"/ ’

nber, 1995.

Efry Edtrin #?Tr 77/Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

TERRY EDWIN FRIIS,
Licensee/Petitioner, Case No. CVOC-95-06365%D
Ve MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
1DAHO BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL

EXAMINERS,

Reaspondent.

et S Mo N Nt S N Mt N N

Petitioner, Terry Edwin Friis, hereby moves the Court
to reconsider the matters of Motion & Order to Proceed In
Forma Pauperis, Petiton for Review, and Memorandum in Support

of the Petition for Review in the above referenced case.

The preservation of the Petitioner's appeal rights is
dependent upon timely filing of the necessary pleadings, and
the Court received gaid pleadings on December 19, 1895. The
Court is asked to give additional consideration to the signifi-
cance of the arguments presented therein, and grant the Peti-

tioners request to proceed in this cause.

The issues of double jeopardy have only recently been
clarified and the consideration of the civil administrative
decision of the -Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners is in
direct conflict with the recent rulings of the Supreme Court,
which consittutes a violation of the Petitiocner's 5th Amend-
ment protection against multiple punishments for the same
offense. The fact that the Petitioner signed a consent to an
order does not alter or diminish the fact that such action is
clearly viewed as excessive, unconstitutional and beyond the
limits of the authority of the Idaho Board of Architectural

Examiners.

Therefore, there is bagisg and cause for the Fourth Juddi-

cial District Court te enter a favorable finding in support of

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - PG 1




the attached Motion and Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis,
Petition for Review, and give careful consderation to the
arguments setforth in the Memorandum in Support of the Peti-

tion for Review.

The Petitioner's license to practice as an Architect
in the State of Idaho is of significant value, in that it
provides the means by which the Petitioner will become gain-
fully emploved, upon leaving the custody of the Washington
State Department of Corrections, following completion of all

court imposed cus reguirements.

-
" DATED thisg day of Décember, 1985

Ty E€§§;\‘riis, Licensee/Petitioner, Pro Se

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ~ PG 2
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State of Idaho _
Board of Architectural Examiners,
Plaintiff,

AR-01-93~012
£ 8 1 *{}
Revocation of Licé#se to

Practice as an Architect
Case No. ((VoXasPH Lzt
"PETITION FOR REVIEW
MOTION & ORDER TO PROCEED
IN FORMA PAUPERIS

V.

Terry Edwin Friis,
Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner.

R N N e e e

I. MOTION
Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se,
hereby moves the Court for an Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis
in the above named cause, due to his indigency and inability to
pay for all Court costs and fees associated with the Pelition for
Review by the Fourth District Court, in and for the State of
Idaho, Ada County Jurisdiction.
II. BASIS
Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se,
is currently unemployed and completing court imposed custody re-
quirements 1s the State of Washington, under the supervision of
the Department of Corrections.
IIT. ORDER
1t is hereby Ordered that Terry Edwin Friis, Licensee/
Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se, will be allowed to proceed in forma
pauperis in this cause, waiving all costs and fees associated with

all proceadings in this matter.

4
DATED this ggt“day of December, 1995.

Presented By:

e
Ty qujn Frf& \\Eifgésee/Defendant/Petitioner, Pro Se
S

2t
s,
——

MOTION & ORDER TG PROCEED
IN FORMA PAUPERIS - PG 1




DATED this __ day of

19

Presiding Judge

MOTION & ORDER TO PROCEED
IN FORMA PAUPERIS - PG 2




STATE OF IDAHO

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

ALAN G. LANCE BOISE 83720 BUREAU OF QCCUPATIONAL LICENSES
ATTORNEY GENERAL 1109 MAIN STREET, 8T 220
GAOISE, IDAHO 83702
TEL: {208) 335 3200
KAY O MANWELER FAX: {208) 334-3045

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL,

November 27, 1995

Terry E. Friis 797130

Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
P. O. Box 769, Camas D8
Connell, WA 99326-0769

Dear Mr. Friis:

I have received and reviewed your recent requast for information
concerning your intent to appeal from the Idaho State Board of
Architectural Examiner's recent denials of both your redquest for
reinstatement in Case No. AR-01-93~012 and your subsequent request
for reconsideration of that decision.

Enclosed for your reference are copies of Idaho Code Sections 67-
5270 through 67-5279. These are the provisions of the Idaho
Administrative Procedures Act which address your rights regarding
appeals from final agency action in a contested case setting.
Other provisions of Idaho law, ineluding the Idahoc Court Rules,
and rules of civil procedure, may apply to the filing and
processing of your appeal. The right to appeal from the Idaho
Board decision is a right accorded you under Idaho law, it may well
be inconsistent with your rights under Washington law. You may
wish to seek the assistance of an Tdaho licensed attorney with
respect to the filing of an appeal in this state.

The Ada County, Idaho, Fourth Judicial District Court is the
district court of the county in which the action was taken, the
licensure records are held, the buciness office of the board is
located, and the hearing was conducted. Section 67-5272, Idaho
Code, specifically addresses venue for the filing of an appeal.
The mailing address for the Fourth District Court is 514 W.
Jefferson, Boise, ID 83702-5959; the clerk of the court may be
reached by telephoning (208) 364-2000.

As my client is the Idaho Board of Architectural Examiners, and the
appeals process inveolves the civil courts, rather +than the
administrative process, I am not at liberty to offer you any
further advice or assistance concerning the filing or processing




Friis, page two.

of your appeal.

kcm
enclosure










FAIRS 411 IDAHO ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 67-5276
{(2) A petition for j'udicial review of a final order or a preliminary order

that has become final when it was not reviewed by the agency head or

preliminary, procedural or intermediate agency action under section 67-

irson 5271(2), Idaho Code, must be filed within twenty-eight (28) days of the

0r 10wn was deemed ta be 3y
0" within thae Meaning of
appealing a decision of §

issuance of the final order, the date when the preliminary order became

final, or the issuance of a preliminary, procedural or intermediate agency
board. City of Burley " . order, or, if reconsideration is sought, within twenty-eight (28) days after the
r Co, 107 Idaho 906, ggg. - decision thereon. A cross-petition for judicial review may be filed within
0. 1384). Co fourteen {14) days after a party is served with a copy of the notice of the
petition for judicial review,

(3) Apetition for judicial review of a final agency action other than a rule
or order must be filed within twenty-eight (28) days of the agency action,
except as provided by other provision of law. The time for filing a petition for
review shall be extended during the pendency of the petitioner’s timely
attempts to exhaust administrative remedies, if the attempts are clearly not
frivolous or repetitivus. A cross-petition for judicial review may be filed
within fourteen (14) days after a party is served with a copy of the notice of
the petition for judicial review. [I.C., § 67-5273, as added by 1992, ch. 263,
§ 45, p. 783; am. 1993, ¢ch. 216, § 110, p- 587; am. 1695, ch. 270, § 5, p. 868.]

ies.— (1) A person is
ntil that person hag”
1s chapter, e
¢y action or ruling ig*
\€¥ action would not
led by 1992, ch. 963, "

ferred to in § §7.5273 ~

Compiler’s notes, Sections 109 and 111 of
S.L. 1893, ch. 216 are compiled as §§ 67-5252
and §7.6519, respeerively.

pt when required by
ratory judgment are
e county in which:

67-3274. Stay. — The filing of the petition for review does not itself stay
the effectiveness or enforcement of the agency action. The agenev may
grant, or the reviewing court may order, a stay upon appropriate terms.
(I.C., § 67-5274, as added by 1992, ch. 263, % 46, p. 783.]

sal place of business

5 the subject of the

67-5275. Agency record for judicial review. — (1) Within forty-two
{42) days after the service of the petition, or within further time allowed by
the court, the agency shall transmit to the reviewing court the original or a
certified copy of the agency record. The agency record shall consist of:

{a) the record compiled under section 67-5225, Idahe Code, when the

agency action was a rule;

(D) the record compiled under section 67.5249, Idaho Code, when the

agency action was an order; or

(¢) any agency documents expressing the agency action when the agency

action was neither an order nor a rule.

(2} By stipulation of all parties to the review proceedings, the record may
be shortened. A party unreasonably refusing to stipulate to limit the record
may be taxed by the court for the additional costs.

{3) The court may require currections to the record. {L.C., § 67-5275, as
added by 1992, ch. 263, § 47, p. 783.]

“of the same agency
to different district
party o any of the
ction, the Separate
v different district
+ Judicial district in
1sultation with the
Jjudges, shall then-
ons before ore (1)
udicial review was’
LC., § 67-5272, as
§ 4, p.868] -k

) 67-5278. Additional evidence. — (1} If, before the date set for hear-
Ing, application is made to the court for leave to present additional evidence
§md it is shown to the satisfaction of the court that the additional evidence
'S material, relates to the validity of the agency action, and that:

1A petitiéﬁ for
cept as limited by







AIRS 419> 418 IDAHO ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 67-5291

confer standing to challenge a rule. Rawson v,
Idaho State Bd. of Cosmetology, 107 Idaho
1037, 695 P.2d 422 (Ct. App. 1985).

t it in the Proceeding
ter to the agency with:
nce and conduct adgj-

67-5279. Scope of review — Type of relief. — (1) The court ghall not
substitute its judgment for that of the agency as to the weight of the
evidence on questions of fact.

(2) When the agency was not required by the provisions of this chapter or
by other provisions of law to base its action exclusively on a record, the court
shall affirm the agency action unless the court finds that the action was:

(a) in violation of constitutional or statutery provisions;

(b) in excess of the statutory authority of the agency;

{c} made upon unlawful procedure; or

{d) arbitrary, capricious, or an abuse of discretion.

If the agency action is not affirmed, it shall be set aside, in whole or in part,
and remanded for further proceedings as necessary.

(3) When the agency was required by the provisions of this chapter or by
other provisions of law to issue an order, the court shall affirm the agency
action unless the court finds that the agency’s findings, inferences, conclu-
sions, or decisions are;

(a) in violation of constitutional or statutory provisions;

(b) in excess of the statutory authority of the agency;

{¢) made upon unlawful procedure;

(d) not supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole; or

(e} arbitrary, capricious, or an abuse of discretion,

If the agency action is not affirmed, it shall be sat aside, in whole or in part,
and remanded for further proceedings as necessary.

(4) Notwithstanding the provisicns of subsections (2) and {3) of this
section, agency action shall be affirmed unless substantial rights of the
appellant have been prejudiced. {1.C., § 67-5279, as added by 1992, ch. 263,
§ 51, p. 783.]

before the agency, the

1¢ additional evidence.
* decisions with the:
:h. 263, § 48, p. 783.F

tdicial review shall he -
€ provided by statute '
nfined to the agency
*, supplemented by
'8, Idaho Code. f1.C.:

r applicability of
be determined in an
it is aileged that the
1airs, or threatens tg
if the petitioner.

or not the petitioner
applicability of the
lesig. 1992, ch. 263,

85) Compiler’s notes, Section 52 of .1 1999, provider presented no other docurnentation of
) ch. 263 contained a repes! and § 53 is com-  its efforts to seek the services of a qualified
piled as § 67-3291. consultant at a medicaid allowable rate, there
Cited in: Jefferson County v. Eastern was substantial, competent evidence to sup-
Idaho Regional Medical Ctr., — ldaho —, 883  port the hearing officer’s finding that kealth
P2d 1084 (Ct. App. 19943, care provider did not make sufficient effort to
R . meet the Medicaid requirements. Boise Group
Stpstantial Evidence. in s Homes, Inc. v State Dep't of Health & Wel-
other than an advertisement in a
local newspaper and a general survey sent ty  f27e 128 Idaho 908, 854 P2d 251 (1993).
psythologists on current rates, health care

ermination of the Dis-
~as invoived, the Board
estion of whethar the
relief was timely filed
urt, the parties essen-
te facts, evidence was
't court for determina-
stual issue, and neither
any of the court’s find-
had jurisdiction under
the review authorized
rom v, Distriet Rd. of
712 P.2d 657 (Ct. App.

67-5280 — 67-5290. [Reserved.]

67-5291. Legislative review of adopted rules. — The standing
committees of the legislature may review adopted rules which have been
Published in the bulletin or in the administrative code. If reviewed, the
standing committee which reviewed the rules shall report to the member-
ship of the body its findings and recommendations concerning its review of
the rules. If ordered by the presiding officer, the report of the committee
shall he printed in the journal. A comcurrent resolution may be adopted

tules, L
has no proprictary
re it is duly issued, it
it she has a “right” to
‘plication under valid
ght was sufficient to




November 20, 1995

State of Idaho board of Architectural Examiners
Bureau of Occupational Licenses

Owyhee Plaza

1109 Main Street

Suite 220

Boise, Idaho 83702-5642

Attn: Kay C. Manweiler
Deputy Attorney General
Reonald D. Bevans, Chairman
ldaho Board of Architectural Examiners

Re: Notice of Intent to Appeal
Request for Information
Terry Edwin Friis, Lic. No. AR-868
Case No. Ar-01-93-012

Dear Ms. Manweiler & Mr. Bevans:

Pursuant to the above referenced case, please be advised
that 1 am in receipt of your correspondence of 11/9/95, including
the Order on Petition for Reconsideration, dated 11/8/95.

I intend to appeal this wmalter to the appropriate court and
am requesting you forward all applicable Idaho State Codes and
the county of jurisdiction, as well as the appropriate forms neces-
sary to complete the prescribed formal request for appecal.

The information outlined in your letter is inconsistent with
Washington State policy and procedure, and, for this reason, I am
compelled to ask that you provide specific, claritory information
concerning the appeal process in this case.

Your expPeditious

Qf’this inguir

timely reply will be anticipated upon

~ce: file

attorney




= STAT E OF TDAHO  RECEIVED
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~ BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL LECENSESL@;@&%%&%%@N

Boise, Idaho 83702-5642
208) 334-3233
FAX (208) 334-3945

June 7, 1994

James D. McLaughlin
Post Office Box 479
Sun Valley, ID 83353

Re: Terry E. Priis
License NO. AR-868

Dear Jim:

Enclosed you will find the original Consent Order which was adopted
during the Board's recent telephone conference. Please sign and
date it on Page 3 and return it to the undersigned.

If you have any questions in this regard, please don't hesitate to
call. Hope you enjoy the Dearborn Convention, I'm loocking forward
to hearing the latest from NCARB.

Deputy Attorney General

kom
enclosure: Consent Order

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza
1169 Main St., Suite 220
Boise, Idaho 83702.5642
(208) 334-3233
FAX (208) 334-3945

June 7, 1994

James D. McLaughlin
Post Office Box 479
Sun Valley, ID 83353

Re: Terry E. Friis
License No. AR~-868

Dear Jim:

Enclosed you will find the original Consent Order which was adopted
during the Board's recent telephone conference. Please sign and
date it on Page 3 and return it to the undersigned.

If you have any questions in this regard, please don't hesitate to
call. Hope you enjoy the Dearborn Convention, I'm looking forward
to hearing the latest from NCARB.

C. Mpnweiler
Deputy Attorney General

kem
enclosure: Consent Order

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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OF FURGERY, THEFT

SPOKANE — The man
hired to oversee Fast
Valley Schaool District con-

been arrested for using
forged documents to buy
two vehicles for himself.
Terry E. Friis, 45, remained
in the Spokane County Jail
on Tuesday in lieu of $50,000
bail. He was arreste~ and

hoo! F@H;Q nvesti-
T of first-

= .EJ uly

2 lion
ot 2 Jogl2S yjects

éi“‘%:;ay bchoo!
Unstr ctin the city's east-
ern suburbs.

Friis is accused of steaf—

ing $3,675 from the district
by submitting forged
county building permits
for reimbursement,
Spokane County Sheriff's
Lt. Dick Lovejoy said.

The money and forged
school district letters and
vouchers were used to buy
two Jeeps from a car deal-
er, Lovejoy said. Deputies
recovered two vehicles,
worth about $50,000, that
Friis charged to the district.

East Valley -
Superintendent Chuck
Stocker said he would
temporarily take over
supervision of the middle-
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STATE OF IDAHO

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Statehouse, Hoom 2106

LARRY ECHOHAWK BOISE 83720-1000
ATTORNEY GENERAL o

Criminal Law Division

Fax: (206) 334-2842

Natural Besource Division

Fan {208) 334-2660

May 9, 1994
Terry E. Friis

East 11923 21st
Spokane, WA 99206

Re:  Idaho State Board of Architects

Dear Mr. Friis:

It has come to the attention of the Idaho State Board of Architects that your license
lo practice s a licensed architect in the state of Washington has been revoked for a period
of not less than 8 (eight) years for your 1989 felony conviction in United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Washington for making a false statement on a loan
application and your 1991 convictions in Spokane Countly Superior Court for one count
of Second Degree Theft and two counts of First Degree Theft,

Idaho Code § 54-305(1)(d) provides that the Board may suspend or revoke the
license of an architect for the conviction of a felony or a misdemeanor which
misdemeanor involved a violation of title 54, chapter 3, Idaho Code, a willful violation of
state or lecal buildings codes, or a violation of other laws relating to public health and
safety which were committed in the course of practicing architecture. This letter is to
notify you that the Board intends to commence disciplinary action for the suspension or
revocation of your license to practice as a licensed architect in the state of Idaho for the
above referenced convictions.

At this point you may choose to set the case for a hearing on the above referenced
convictions or stipulate to the revocation of your license through a Consent Order. A
Consent Order is enclosed if you wish to expedite the resolution of this matter by entering




Terry E. Friis
May 9, 1994
Page -2

into a stipulation with the Board. If I do not receive the signed Consent Order or hear
from either you or your attorney by May 23, 1994, I will assume vou contest the above
referenced convictions and will set the case for a formal hearing before the Idaho State
Board of Architects.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact

me
Very truly yours, U/fd{@/
NICOLE S. McKaAy
Deputy Attorney General

NSM:lw

1L4122BMB




BEFORE THE IDAHO STATE BOARD OF ARCHITECTS

In the Matier of Case No. AR-01-93-012

Terry B. Friis, CONSENT ORDER

[icense No. AR-868,

Respondent.

i W NP N N

VWA 2ZZBMA

CoMES Now the Idaho State Board of Architects (hereinafter "Board"),
represented by Nicole S. McKay, and licensee, Terry B. Friis (hereinafter "Respondent™),

and stipulate as follows:

L
STIPULATION

L. The Idaho State Board of Architects has jurisdiction over Respondent and
the subject matter herein pursuant to Idaho Code § 54-313.

2. Respondent is a licensee of the Board and holds license no. AR-868 to
practice as a licensed architect in the state of Idaho.

3. In 1989 Respondent was convicted of a felony in the United States District
Court for the Fastern District of Washington for providing a false statement on a loan
application.

4, In 1991 Respondent was convicted in Spokane County, Superior Court, on
one count of second degree theft and two counts of first degree theft.

5. On approximately April 12, 1993, the Washington State Board of
Registration for Architects revoked Respondent's certificate of registration to practice as
an architect in the state of Washington for a period of not less than eight (8) years based

upon Respondent's 1989 and 1991 convictions.

CONSENT ORDER, Page 1




6. That pursuant to Idaho Code § 54-305(1)(d), the Board has the authority to
revoke a license to practice architecture in the state of Idaho for the conviction of a felony
or a misdemeanor, which misdemeanor involved a violation of title 54, chapter 3, Idaho
Code, a willful violation of state or local building codes, or a violation of other laws
relating to public health and safety which were committed in the course of practicing
architecture.

7. That Respondent wishes to expedite the resolution of this matter by entering
into this Consent Order with the Board and does not desire to proceed to a formal hearing
based upon his 1989 and 1991 convictions.

8. Respondent is fully apprised that he has the right to have a full and
complete hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure Act of the State of Idaho and
the laws and rules governing the practice of architecture in the State of Idaho, and hereby
voluntarily waives such right.

9. This stipulation and the following order are not binding unless and until
they are accepted by the Board. Tf rejected, the Board shall not be precluded in any
fashion, due to the presentation of this stipulation and Consent Order, from otherwise

hearing and making a decision on the convictions delineated herein.

If.
AGREED ORDER

Respondent stipulates and agrees to the following terms and conditions:

1. That Respondent's license to practice as a licensed architect in the state of
Idaho is revoked for a period of not less than seven (7) vears from the date of notification
to Respondent of the Board's acceptance of this Consent Order.

2. That at the end of the period of revocation, Respondent may apply to the
Board for licensure as a new applicant, pursuant to the following conditions:

Al Respondent appear before the Board and respond to any questions.

CONSENT ORDER, Page 2




B.  The Board may impose additional conditions after questioning

Respondent.

C. The Board may require Respondent to retake and pass all or part of
the architecture licensure examination.

3. The Board shall not be precluded from investigating any complaints or
allegations regarding violations of this Consent Order, laws or rules regarding the Idaho
State Board of Architects in the State of Idaho, or otherwise exercising its responsibilities
under title 54, chapter 3, Idaho Code, except that the alleged violations referenced herein

shall be handled in accordance with the terms of this stipulation and Consent Order.

T have read the above stipulation fully and have discussed it with my
counsel. I understand that by its terms I will be waiving certain rights
accorded me under Idaho law. I also understand that by its terms the Idaho
State Board of Architects will issue an Order on this stipulation whereby
my license to practice architecture will be revoked, subject to the above
delineated terms and conditions. I agree to the ahove stipulation for
settlement.

DATED this day of May, 1994.

Terry B. Friis
Respondent
Pursuant to Idaho Code § | the foregoing is adopted as the
decision of the Board of Architects in this matter and shall be effective on
the day of May, 1994, 1T 1S SO ORDERED.

IDAHO STATE BOARD OF ARCHITECTS

By

Chairman

CONSENT ORDER, Page 3




MEMORANDUM

TO: THE FILE

FROM: NSM ”
SUBJECT: TERRY FRIIS

CC: SCREENING PANEL
DATE: April 22, 1994

I have reviewed the [ile of Terry Friis, architect, and found Ihe following convictions in
Washington:

05-12-80

Friis pled guilty in federal court (Eastern District of Washington) of making a
false statement on a loan application in 1985, and senfenced four weekends in a
Jail facility and five years probation. More specifically, he was charged with
making a false statement by overvaluing real property for the purpose of
obtaining a loan from Seattle First National Bank.

04-29-91

Friis pled guilty in Spokanc Supcrior Court to three counts of [efony theft (one
count second degree and two counts first degree). Three additional counts of
felony theft were dismissed. Friis was sentenced to 120 days; credit for 97
served. Probation ended for this conviction on 05/24/92.

04-12-93

The Washington State Board of Registration for Architects accepted a stipulated
agreement with Friis wherein Friis agreed that his license would be revoked for
a period of not less than eight years, until May 21, 2001.

Idaho Code § 54-305(1)(d) provides in pertinent part:

1. The board may refuse to grant, or may temporarily suspend or otherwise
restrict a license to practice architecture in this state for a period not to exceed
two (2) years, or may revoke a license, upon any one (1) of the following
grounds:

d.  The conviction, finding of guilt, receipt of a withheld judgment or
suspended sentence in this or any other state for a felony or a misdemeanor,
which misdemeanor involved a violation of the provisions of this act, a willful
violation of state or local building codes, or a violation of other laws relating
public health and safety and which were committed in the course of practicing
architecture.

Pursuant to Idaho Code § 54-305, the Idaho State Board of Architecture has grounds
for the imposition of discipline against Terry Friis' license to practice as a licensed architect in
the State of Idaho for the above referenced convictions in Washington. It is not necessary to
wait for a judgment on the pending charges against Friis in Washington; the Board has




sufficient grounds with his previous convicitons. I recommend that the information be
presented to the Board either in the form of a complaint or consent order for review.




BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza
1109 Main St., Suite 220
Boise, Idaho 83702-5642
(208) 334-3233
FAX (208) 334-3945

MEMORANDUM
DATE: November 17, 1993
TO: File AR-01-93-012 - Terry E. Fries AR-868

iy

(]
FROM: Joseph C. Coburn/
;!
SUBJECT: Disciplinary Action by Washington Board of

Regulation for Architects

ipervising Investigator

On November 3, 1993 this investigator requested records of
Washington Architect Board with reference to disciplinary
action taken by the Board against Terry Fries Wacshington
Architect License. Attached are documents received November
17, 1993 at the Bureau of Occupational Licenses under cover
letter of James D. Hanson, Program Administrator.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES Owyhee Plaza

1109 Main St., Suite 220

Boise, Idaho 83702-5642
(208) 334-3233
FAX (208) 334-3945

November 3, 1993

James Hanson

Department of Licensing
Architect Registration

P O Box 9045

Olympia, WA 98507-0045

Re: Revocation of Architect License of Terry E. Friis
Dear Mr. Hanson:

Pursuant to our phone conversation of November 2, 1993, as
Supervising Investigator for the Bureau of Occupational
Licenses/Idaho State Board of Architectural Examiners, I am
requesting certified copies of the investigative report and
disciplinary action taken by the Washington Board of
Architects against the license of Terry E. Friis.

Mr. Friis at this time holde AR-868 in the state of Idaho.
The Architect Board is requesting the aforementioned documents
for possible action against Mr. Friis' Idaho architect
license.

I appreciate your cooperation in this matter and extend my
thanks for your efforts.

Sincerely,

ose . Coburn
Supgrvising Investigator
Bureau of Occupational Licenses

JCC/dar

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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| 0 FRIS ACCUSED

OF FORGERY, THEFT
SPOKANE — The man

hired to oversee East
Valley School District con-

~ struction projects has
been arrested for using
forged documents to buy
two vehicles for himself,

in the Spokane County Jail
on Tuesday in fieu of $50,000
bail. He was arrested and
booked Monday for investi-
gation of four counts of first-
degree theft.

Friis-was hired in July -
to supervise $3.2 million
worth of building projects
.in the East Valley School
District in the city’s east-
ern suburbs.

Friis is accused of steal-
ing $3,675 from the district
by submitting forged
county building permits
for reimbursement,
Spokane County Sheriff's
Lt. Dick Lovejoy said.

The money and forged
school district letters and
vouchers were used to buy
two Jeeps from a car deal-
er, Lovejoy said. Deputies
recovered two vehicles,
worth about $50,000, that
Friis charged to the district.

East Valley '
Superintendent Chuck
Stocker said he would -
temporarily take over

| supervision of the middle:

School expansnon pro;ects

' VR Eygtyiy

Terry E. Friis, 45, remained
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